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County File No.. .W?. ?. 91 M. 
COUNTY PLANNING REFERRAL 

(Mandatory County Planning Review under Article 12-B, 
Section 239, Paragraphs 1, m &. n, of the 

General Municipal Law) 

Application of . . . ?$™. & 9?RT.&rtte .Evans. 

for a .SA^ ?!• fP. ".Vfff1.^ .^99.' °? V? $ K •. ?£ 
County Action: . . J ? ! ^ . ? ^ t e r m i i a t i a i 

LOCAL MUNICIPAL ACTION 
The Above-cited application was: 

Denied Approved 

Approved subject to County recommendations 

(Date of Local Action) : (Signature of Local Official) 

This card must be returned to the Orange County Department of Planning 
within 7 days of local action. 



America the Beautiful USA 15 
ORANGE COUNTY DEPARTMENT OF PLANNING 

AND DEVELOPMENT 

New York City: 
Manhattan Skyline 

124 Main Street 

Goshen, N.Y. 10924 
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McGOEY, HAUSER and EDSALL 
CONSULTING ENGINEERS P.C. 

RICHARD D. McGOEY, P.E. 
WILLIAM J. HAUSER, P.E. 
MARK J. EDSALL, P.E. 

G Main Office 
45 Quassaick Ave. (Route 9W) 
New Windsor, New York 12553 
(914) 562-8640 

D Branch OMce 
400 Broad Street 
Milford, Pennsylvania 18337 
(717)296-2765 

6 August 1992 

MEMORANDUM 

TO: Michael Babcock, Town Building Inspector 

FROM: Mark J. Edsall, P.E., Planning Board Engineer 

SUBJECT: EVANS SITE PLAN (90-21) 
FIELD VISIT 5 AUGUST 1992 

This memorandum shall confirm that on 5 August 1992 we visited the 
subject site to review the status of the completion of the 
improvements, prior to issuance of the Certificate of Occupancy. 
Based on our review, the site work appears to have been completed in 
conformance with the site plan approved by the Board on 8 May 1991. 
As we discussed, one recommendation which could be made to the 
property owner is to install a bollard to protect the above ground 
fuel tank, shown on the plan against the existing building. 

Based on the above, once your office finds the remaining items 
acceptable for issuance of a Certificate of Occupancy, it is my 
opinion that the site has been acceptably constructed. -.:•:-:•. .'•-•-

Planning Board Engineer 

MJEmk 

cc: James Petro, Planning Board Chairman 

A:8-6-2E.mk 

Licensed in New York. Ne* Jersey and Pennsylvania 



AS OF: 07/26/91 

PLANNING BOARD 
TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR 

LISTING OF PLANNING BOARD FEES 
Escrow 

FOR PROJECT NUMBER: 90-21 
NAME: EVANS, JOHN N. STORAGE 

APPLICANT: EVANS, JOHN, N. 

—DATE— DESCRIPTION- TRANS AMT-CHG 

05/03/90 SITE PLAN MINIMUM PAID 

07/19/91 P.B. ENGINEER FEE CHG 

TOTAL: 

338.00 

338.00 

"please ^*Uo issue, <* cheek, in 
-the Amount o-F *4u.oo +o: 

3 o MM** ^>< e 



AS OF: 07/26/91 

STAGE: 

PLANNING BOARD 
TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR 

LISTING OF PLANNING BOARD ACTIONS 

FOR PROJECT NUMBER: 90-21 
NAME: EVANS, JOHN N. STORAGE 

APPLICANT: EVANS, JOHN, N. 

PAGE: 1 

STATUS [Open, Withd] 
A [Disap, Appr] 

—DATE— MEETING-PURPOSE 

07/26/91 PLANS READY FOR SIGNATURE 

07/19/91 MEMO FROM M. EDSALL 

07/17/91 NEW PLANS SUBMITTED 

07/17/91 NEW PLANS SUBMITTED 

05/08/91 P.B. APPEARANCE 

05/08/91 ABOVE CONTINUED 

05/01/91 SITE VISIT COMPLETE 

04/24/91 SITE VISIT DATE SET 

04/10/91 P.B. APPEARANCE 

04/02/91 WORK SESSION APPEARANCE 

03/25/91 Z.B.A. RESULTS 

05/09/90 P.B. APPEARANCE 

05/02/90 WORKSESSION APPEARANCE 

ACTION-TAKEN 

SIGNED BY R. LANDER 

PLANS APPROVED 

M. EDSALL TO REVIEW 

CONDITIONS MET 

WAIVE P.H./NEG.DEC. 

APP.SUB.TO/NEW PLAN 

RETURN TO MEETING 

SET FOR 5/1/91 

L.A./SITE VISIT 

OK - RETURN TO P.B. 

VARIANCES GRANTED 

REFERRED TO Z.B.A. 

OPEN FILE 



t 
AS OF: 05/08/91 

PLANNING BOARD 
TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR 

LISTING OF PLANNING BOARD AGENCY APPROVALS 
PAGE: 1 

FOR PROJECT NUMBER: 90-21 
NAME: EVANS, JOHN N. STORAGE 

APPLICANT: EVANS, JOHN, N. 

ORIG 

ORIG 

ORIG 

ORIG 

ORIG 

ORIG 

REV1 

REV1 

REV1 

REV1 

REV1 

REV1 

REV1 

REV2 

DATE-SENT 

05/03/90 

05/03/90 

05/03/90 

05/03/90 

05/03/90 

05/03/90 

04/02/91 

04/02/91 

04/02/91 

04/02/91 

04/02/91 

04/02/91 

04/11/91 

05/03/91 

AGENCY 

MUNICIPAL HIGHWAY 

MUNICIPAL WATER 

MUNICIPAL SEWER 

MUNICIPAL SANITARY 

MUNICIPAL FIRE 

PLANNING BOARD ENGINEER 

MUNICIPAL HIGHWAY 

MUNICIPAL WATER 

MUNICIPAL SEWER 

MUNICIPAL SANITARY 

MUNICIPAL FIRE 

PLANNING BOARD ENGINEER 

O.C. PLANNING DEPT. 

P.B. ENGINEER 

— DATE-RECD 

04/02/91 

05/08/90 

05/09/90 

05/09/90 

05/14/90 

. 04/02/91 

/ / 

04/04/91 

/ / 

04/03/91 

04/04/91 

/ / 

04/24/91 

/ / 

RESPONSE 

SUPERSEDED BY REV1 

APPROVED 

APPROVED 

APPROVED 

APPROVED 

SUPERSEDED BY REV1 

APPROVED 

APPROVED 

APPROVED 

LOCAL DETERMINATION 
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McGOEY, HAUSER and EDSALL 
CONSULTING ENGINEERS P.O. 

RICHARD D. McGOEY, P.E, 
WILLIAM J. HAUSER, P.E. 
MARK J. EDSALL, P.E. 

0 MalnOfflca 
45 Quasaatek Ave. (Rout* OW) 
New Windiof. New York 12553 
(914) 562-8640 

O Branch Ofttea 
400 Broad Sfoot 
Milford, Panfttylyanla 13337 
(717)296-2765 

19 July 1991 

MEMORANDUM 

TO: Myra Mason, Planning Board Secretary 

FROM: Mark J. Edsall, P.E., Planning Board Engineer 

SUBJECT: EVANS SITE PLAN (90-21) 

I have reviewed the plan, correspondence and other information 
submitted by Grevas & Hildreth/ P.C. with regard to the subject 
project* Please be advised that it is my opinion that the plans, as 
currently submitted, are acceptable for stamp of approval. 

Respectfully suKrnl±tedr 

rark J<£Edsall, ?•£• 
Planning Board Engineer 

MJEmk 

cc: Andrew Kreiger, Esq, 

Ai7-19~E.mk y 

Ucor.tiGd to Now York, Now J«rsoy and Ponnaylvflfiia 



REQUEST FOR COMBO FORM 

DATE: //Joey/99/ 
DISTRICT: fOWtf Qp /(/JgW ]/Jt+ft>Sdjl 

RECORD OWNERS: S.B.L.: \5-&-£it$Tf 8 

j>eep ?ef: L3igz~ 

THE ABOVE PARCELS ARE OWNED BY . 
AND A REQUEST IS MADE TO COMBINE THESE INTO ONE PARCEL FOR TAX PURPOSES. 
ALL THE DUE TAXES ARE PAID ON THESE PARCELS AND THEY ARE ALL IN THE SAME 
SPECIAL DISTRICTS (ie: SCHOOL. FIRE. ETC.) \ 

ASSESSOR'S SIGNATURE ^LsdJJU?. (bJtjij£) 

OWNER'S SIGNATURE 

PS: PLEASE DECIMAL OFF SEC. 13 BLK 5 ^ LOT -S" 
AS RETAINED PARCEL NUMBER IF POSSIBLE. 



17 July 1991 

Town of New Wi ndsor PIann i ng Board 
555 Union Avenue 
New Windsor, NY 12553 

Att: Mr. Carl Scheifer, Chairman 

SUBJECT: EUANS SITE PLAN <90-21) 

Dear Mr. Scheifer: 

Pursuant to the Planning Board's approval of the subject site 
plan located on John Street, County of Orange, State of New York 
which approval was granted subject to the agreement set forth in 
this letter, and in consideration of that agreement I, for 
myself, my heirs, assigns and transferees acknowledge ownership 
of a fuel tank which is located below the surface of the ground 
and on property owned by the Town of New Windsor, specifically, 
the fuel tank is located under the right-of-way owned by the Town 
for John Street. 

I for myself, my heirs, assigns, and transferees acknowledge sole 
responsibility for the maintenance, repair and integrity of that 
underground fuel tank. Further, I will hold the Town of New 
Windsor, its agent, or employees harmless from and indemnify it 
against any loss (including but not limited to attorney's fees 
and costs) caused in whole or in any part by said fuel tank or 
any replacement thereof. In addition, if it is necessary for any 
reason in the future for the Town of New Windsor to open John 
Street or any portion of the Town's right-of-way, I, for myself, 
my heirs, assigns and transferees agree to hold the Town of New 
Windsor harmless for any damage which may occur to said tank. I 
further agree to make this hold-harmless agreement a part of any 
deed to the subject premises which is filed in the future. This 
agreement is intended to run with the land and to be binding on 
any and all future owners of this land regardless of the way in 
which it/they acquire title. 

Very truly yours, 

John N. Evans 
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LAND SURVEYS & V T " / C T \ N 3 J LAND SURVEYS 

r L , y J « i-AMD St/U VEKOtfS SUBDIVISIONS 

Jriilclreth, p.a &*»*»** 
33 QUASSAICK AVENUE. NEW WINDSOR NEW YORK 12553 LOCATION SURVEYS 

TELEPHONE: (914)562-0667 

17 J u l y 1991 

Robert Stiller, Real Property Tax Office 
124 Main Street 
Goshen, NY 10924 

SUBJECT: TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR, LANDS OF EVANS 
TAX MAP LOT COMBINATION 

Dear Mr . St i 1 1 er : >( 

At the request of the Town of New Windsor Planning Board, in 
reference to a Site Plan Approval on the Subject property, 
enclosed please find the Request for Combo form in the Subject 
matter. It is my understanding you have been in contact with 
Cathy Perez of the Town of New Windsor Assessors Of f ice -An—th is 
matter. 

When the parcels have been combined, please notify either the 
Town of New Windsor Planning Board or myself at your earliest 
conveni ence. 

If you have any questions concerning this matter, please do not 
hesitate to contact this office. 

Very truly yours. 

William B. Hifdreth, L.S., 

end/'as 
WBH/cmo 

cc John Evans 
Mark Edsal1 
Town of New Windsor Planning Board 



OWNER: EVANS JOHN N 
& GEORGETTE H 
30 HILLTOP DRIVE 
NEW WINDSOR NY 12553 

1911 feeP. 77*/. "1 

ASSMT: $1000 CHARGED 

SCH DIST: 331100 I «-/o*̂ / PAID 

AMT-DUE 

TAX 
114.58 

114.58 

BILL NO: 

SEC-BLK-LOT: 

PNLTY 

1924 

1355 

OVR-PMT BALANCE 
114.58 

114.58 

DISPLAY ANOTHER ( + = Yes/-=No): 

OWNER: EVANS JOHN N / 9«? / 
& GEORGETTE H 
30 HILLTOP DRIVE 
NEW WINDSOR NY 12553 

. 

ASSMT: $1000 CHARGED: 

SCH DIST: 331100 / -/o-f/PAID: 

AMT-DUE: 
-

rtfe*7»X 8 I L L N 0 : 

SEC-BLK-LOT: 
-

TAX PNLTY 
43.06 

43.06 

1925 

1356 

W-S"- (o 
OVR-PMT 

i 

. 

BALANCE 
43.06 

43.06 
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DISPLAY ANOTHER (+=Yes/-=No) 

OWNER: EVANS JOHN N 
& GEORGETTE H 
30 HILLTOP DRIVE 
NEW WINDSOR NY 12553 

ASSMT: $1300 CHARGED: 

SCH DIST: 331100 I-IO-*?/ PAID: 

AMT-DUE: 
_. _. _ 

/?*/ ftoF* rnx 
BILL NO: 1926 

SEC-BLK-LOT: 1357 

TAX PNLTY OVR-PMT 
55.96 

55.96 

i 

BALANCE 
55.96 

55.96 

DISPLAY ANOTHER (+=Yes/--No) 

-
OWNER: EVANS JOHN N ^1 9 9 f 

& GEORGETTE H 
30 HILLTOP DRIVE 
NEW WINDSOR NY 12553 

ASSMT: $13700 CHARGED: 

SCH DIST: 331100 /-/O-f/PAID: 

AMT-DUE: 

fAoP. 

TAX 
794.04 

794.04 

BILL NO: 

SEC-BLK-LOT: 

PNLTY 

1927 

1358 

OVR-PMT 

. 

BALANCE 
794.04 

794.04 

: 



iirT*f*\7'£l ̂  LANDSURVEYS 

& Vr-7 I L LAND SURVEYORS SUBOMSK** 

Hilarethp.a L£S5t££<s 
33 QUASSAICK AVENUE, NEW WINDSOa NEW YORK 12553 LOCATION SURVEYS 

TELEPHONE: (914) 562-8667 

17 J u l y 1991 

Town of New Windsor Planning Board 
555 Union Avenue 
New Windsor, NY 12553 

Att: Mr. Carl Scheifer, Chairman 

SUBJECT: EMANS SITE PLAN 

Dear Mr. Scheifer: 

In accordance with the Planning Board's approval of the Subject 
Site Plan on 8 May 1991 enclosed please find the letter signed by 
Mr. Evans regarding the underground fuel tank. The language 
contained therein is the same as that suggested by Mr. Andrew S. 
Krieger, Planning Board Attorney in a letter to this office dated 
14 May 1991. 

Also attached are eight <8) copies of the Approved Site Plan for 
your stamp and signature. In addition, please be advised that 
the Real Property Tax Office in Goshen, has been requested to 
combine the tax parcels into one tax lot. A copy of that request 
i s attached. 

On behalf of the applicant, Mr. Evans, who has been very patient 
during the Zoning Board and Planning Board process, I 
respectfully request the plans be stamped at your earliest 
convenience in order to expedite his acquisition of a building 
permi t. 

If you should have any questions concerning this matter, please 
do not hesitate to contact this office. 

Very truly yours, 

William B. Hildreth, L.S. 

encl/as 
WBH/cmg 

cc Mark J. Edsal1 
John N. Evans 



5-8-91 

EVANS SITE PLAN (90-21) JOHN STREET 

Mr. VJilliam Hildreth of Grevas & Hildreth came before 
the Board representing this proposal. 

MR. SCHIEFER: The entire Planninq Board visited this 
site. 

MR. HILDRETH: Okay, as the Chairman stated, this was 
visited, this site was visited by the Plannina Board 
on 5-1-91. It was at the last Planning Board meeting 
on 10 April there have been no changes to the plan 
since then so this is the same plan that was seen. 
The Planning Board visited it and there were no 
comments that resulted in any chanqes being requested 
on the plan. So, at this time, I'm asking for the 
Planning Board to consider approval. I believe we 
need to discuss waiver on a public hearing as well. 

MR. SCHIEFER: There were some variances, I believe 
you got those? 

MR. HILDRETH: Yes, Zoning Board of Appeals granted 
variances on 25 February, 1991 as needed. 

MR. LANDER: Do we have anything from the Fire Depart­
ment? 

MR. SCHIEFER: The answer to that question should be 
asked because I requested that. Nothing has been— 

MR. EDSALL: I have one dated May 19th, 1990 and one 
dated April 1st, 1991, both approvals. 

MR. VAN LEEUWEN: I make a motion we waive the public 
hearing. 

MR. LANDER: I'll second it. 

ROLL CALL: 

Mr. McCarville 
Mr. VanLeeuwen 
Mr. Lander 
Mr. Dubaldi 
Mr. Schiefer 

Aye 
Ave 
Aye 
Aye 
Aye 

MR. VAN LEEUWEN: We need a motion to declare a 
negative declaration. 

-15-



5-S-91 

MR. HILDRETH: Before you do, I might add that this 
plan was sent to Orange County Department of Planning 
on 11 April, 1991, not quite 30 days. 

MR. SCHIEFER: You still have a couple days to wait. 

MR. VAN LEEUWEN: I make a motion we declare a negative 
declaration. 

MR. DUBALDI: I'll second it. 

ROLL CALL: 

Mr. McCarv i l i e Aye 
Mr. VanLeeuwen Aye 
Mr. Lander Aye 
Mr. Dubaldi Aye 
Mr. S c h i e f e r Aye 

MR. MC CARVILLE: I was t h i n k i n g i n terms of a law 
s u i t and I d o n ' t want t o throv; a monkev wrench because 
of a l e a k i n g o i l t ank o r f u e l t ank on t h e town n r o n e r t v 
and I ' d l i k e t o ask our c o u n s e l how we cro a bou t 
l i m i t i n g t h e e x p o s u r e of t h e Town of New Windsor i n 
t h e e v e n t of a t ank t h a t ' s been i n t h e ground o v e r 
20 y e a r s . 

MR. SCHIEFER: The tank has been there for a long, lono 
time. 

MR. DUBALDI: What's in it? 

MR. VAN LEEUWEN; Diesel fuel. 

MR. MC CARVILLE: It's been like that since for years 
but— 

MR. KRIEGER: I think probably a aood idea is to have 
a written acknowledgement in the file, letter form is 
fine, addressed by, from the owner to the Town of 
New Windsor acknowledging that he owns the tank and 
that he's solely and entirely responsible for its 
maintenance and repair, integrity, maintenance and 
repair. 

MR. SCKIEFER: Is that acceptable? 

MR. EVANS: Sure. 

MR. KRIEGER: And put in the letter that he will in no 
wav hold the Town of New Windsor or any of its employees 

-16-



5-3-91 

or agents, responsible for any direct or indirect costs 
or consequences from the town. 

MR. VAN LEEUWEN: Make up the letter. 

MR. KRIEGER: I just did. 

MR. HILDRETH: I'11 submit it. 

MR. VAN LEEUWEN: I'll make a motion to approve it 
subject to receipt of that letter and the countv aDproval. 

MR. KRIEGER: In the absence of county disapDroval. 

MR. SCHIEFER: In the absence of county disapproval, 
otherwise we'll end up waiting for something that's 
not going to come. 

MR. HILDRETH: In three davs it's mute anyway. 

MR. DUBALDI: I'll second it. 

MR. SCHIEFER: Motion has been made and seconded we 
approve subject to those conditions, receiDt of the 
letter for responsibility of the tank and lack of 
county disapproval on the site plan. 

ROLL CALL: 

Mr. McCarville Aye 
Mr. VanLeeuwen Ave 
Mr. Lander Aye 
Mr. Dubaldi Aye 
Mr. Schiefer Aye 

-17-
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Department of Planning 
& Development 
124 Main Strwl 
eeskOT. N«w Y«rk 10924 
(914) 294-SISI 

P*t«e a — r i w , CMMMBMMT 

ORANGE COUNTY DEPARTMENT OF PLANNING & DEVELOPMENT 
239 L, M or N Report 

This proposed action is being reviewed BB an aid in coordinating such action between 
and awjong governmental agencies by bringing pertinent inter-coaaamity and Countywide con* 
siderations to the attention cf the municipal agency having jurisdiction. 

Referred by Town of New Windsor D P 4 D Reference Ho. NWT 9-9 1-M 

County I.D. Bo. 13 / 5 / 5 » 6 » 
7 8 Applicant John & G e o r g e t t e Evans 1 _ 

Proposed Act ion: S i t e P l a n Review 

State, County, Inter-Municipal Basis for 239 Review within 5001 of U.S. Hwy.9W 

Consents: T h e r e a r e no s i g n i f i c a n t i n t e r - c o m m u n i t y or C o u n t y w i d e c o n c e r n s 

t o b r i n g t o your a t t e n t i o n . 

Related Reviews and Permits . 

County Action: local Determination x Disapproved Approved — 

Approved subject to the following Modifications and/or conditions: 

r/ff/v ~ZZr^^J( 
'Oat* ce;M.£.'— ££/<* C«-i««iooer 



ORANGE COUNTY DEPARTMENT OF PLANNING 
APPLICATION FOR MANDATORY COONTY REVIEW 

OF LOCAL PLANNING ACTION 

(Variances, Zone Changes, Special Permits, Subdivisions, Site Plans) 

Local File No. 90-2/ 

M u n i c i p a l i t y TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR P u b l i c Hearing Date 

Q C i t y , Town or V i l l a g e Board fx"l P lann ing Board [ [Zoning Board 

Owner: Name ELvTfltfV; T-ikt^ * (renrc-*?^>. 

Address 30 \4il\Vop hrWe - HPMJ lA_\n-kor 

Applicant*: Name . 

Address 
* If Applicant is owner, leave blank 

Location of Site: 
(street or highway, plus nearest intersection) 

Tax Map Identification: Section _/__ Block _T_ 

Present Zoning District _ Si2e of Parcel 

Lot S, £?, % F 

Type of Review: 

Special Permit: 

Variance: Use 

Area 

Zone Change: From 

Zoning Amendment: To Section 

Subdivision: Number of Lots/Units 

iite Plan: 

To 

Use S\nrac^. ft Irk. & r 4rurk<, * Ertuipm^rTv 

file:///4il/Vop


4-10-91 

JOHN EVANS SITE PLAN (90-21) JOHN STREET 

Mr. William Hildreth, L.S. of Grevas & Hildreth came 
before the Board representing this proposal. 

MR. SCHIEFER: Before anyone asks the question, 
highway, water, sewer, sanitary, fire, municipal water 
and sanitary and municipal fire have all been approved. 

MR. HILDRETH: That's returned from the Zoning Board 
of Appeals. This is referred by the Planning Board to 
the Zoning Board of Appeals for variances. The 
request or the proposal is for a 2520 square foot 
building to be put on property for equipment and 
storage. This is on John Street. I believe everybody 
is familiar with where this site is. If you or do 
you want me to go over that? The Zoning Board of 
Appeals gave it a variance for use and the bulk 
required for the square footage are the setbacks and 
so forth. This is back before the Board for approval. 
One of the questions that came out of the technical 
session was that the, this consists of four tax lots. 
The request was that the entire parcel be combined 
into one tax lot. I have taken care of that by note. 
My last note, note 11. The other thing I'd like to 
ask the Board to consider before they vote on approval 
is waiving the public hearing requirement. For their 
information, we mailed out 50 notices for the Zoning 
Board of Appeals public hearing. We had one appearance 
and it was not in any way in disfavor of the project. 
The person that came misunderstood where this was 
happening. They thought it was happening on their own 
property. Once we convinced them of where the project 
was taking place, they had no objection to it. 

MR. MC CARVILLE: I have one question. Am I missing 
something or has this been before us before? 

MR. SCHIEFER: It's been before us. We sent it to the 
Zoning Board of Appeals. The Zoning Board of Appeals 
has approved it and the Zoning Board of Appeals as I'm 
hearing has had a public hearing. 

MR. DUBALDI: Last October. 

MR. SCHIEFER: And now Bill's comment is only one 
person turned out. Does anyone want to make a motion 
on the public hearing, waiving it or do you want to 
hold off? 

MR. PAGANO: I want to hold off. 

-4-



4-10-

MR. HILDRETH: That's it unless you have any questions. 

MR. MC CARVILLE: What's on the lot now, just existing 
building that's built to the property line? 

MR. HILDRETH: Well, it's not on the line, it's within 
a few inches along the rear half, a foot along the 
side and so forth. That's an existing building that 
houses some equipment. The area that the building is 
to be built on is just a parking lot now and the reason 
he's requesting the building is for security purposes, 
so he can enclose his vehicles. 

MR. PAGANO: Can you show me, you know I don't know if 
I visited the site but where on this sketch that vou 
have on here John Street? 

MR. HILDRETH: Gus' Tavern is right here, all right, 
down John Street and it's right here. 

MR. SCHIEFER: It's the corner lot there. 

MR. MC CARVILLE: Third lot in. 

MR. HILDRETH: It's in an R-4 zone. That's one of 
the reasons we had to go to the Zoning Board of Appeals. 

MR. MC CARVILLE: What's the storage used for this 
particular building? 

MR. HILDRETH: Proposed building. 

MR. MC CARVILLE: Storage of what? 

MR. HILDRETH: Vehicles used in his business. 

MR. MC CARVILLE: Is there a business located here? 

MR. HILDRETH: Yes, this is in conjunction with that 
business. 

MR. PAGANO; For the life of me, I just cannot remember 
this piece of property. I don't remember what the 
neighbors are like or anything like that. If we can 
hold this off a while, I'd like to revisit this one 
again. 

MR. DUBALDI: Why don't we get lead agency? 

MR. HILDRETH: I believe I have some pictures in the 
file leftover from the Zoning Board of Appeals meeting. 
Do you want to see them? Unless I handed them in, let 
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me look. 

MR. MC CARVILLE: What kind of business is this, a 
body shop? 

MR. HILDRETH: Crane business. 

MR. EVANS: Machinery moving. 

MR. SCHIEFER: Any questions? I don't recall, I've 
not seen this site, I do know where it is, obviously. 

MR. MC CARVILLE: I don't think have we, this map has 
been laid out before, I just don't recall seeing it. 

MR. SCHIEFER: We haven't visited the site but the 
project has been here. That's how it went to the 
Zoning Board of Appeals. 

MR. DUBALDI: Does this have to-go to Orange County 
Planning or has it gone? 

MR. HILDRETH: It has not gone, no. 

MR. SCHIEFER: Does it have to go, Mark? 

MR. EDSALL: I posed that question. I'm not sure if 
Andy maybe you can help us out. Is that 500 foot 
spacing to also include incorporate city lines and 
village lines or is it purely the town lines? I 
wasn't sure. 

MR. KRIEGER: I think my view it's meant to include 
all municipal lines. The reason for distinction 
including city and village not including town there'd 
be no reason for that distinction as a practical 
matter. What I suggest doing is submit it to the 
Orange County and if they don't want it then there's 
no argument, if they don't want to do anything with 
it. if so, if they claim they have a right to do 
something with it if it's a difficulty, address it at 
that time. 

MRf DUBALDI: So you think we should? 

MR. KRIEGER: Yes, I think the safest thing is to go 
ahead and do it. 

MR. SCHIEFER: You have not done it? 

MR. HILDRETH: As of some time ago, the municipalities 
have to, I can't. 

-6-
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MR. EDSALL: Do you know if this site plan itself was 
submitted as part of the Zoning Board of Appeals 
application? 

MR. HILDRETH: Not to my knowledge. I did not submit 
it myself. 

MR. SCHIEFER: He did not submit this site plan to 
the Zoning Board of Appeals? 

MR. HILDRETH: I did not submit to Orange County 
Planning as part of the Zoning Board of Appeals. 
To clean up another matter, the photographs that I 
spoke of were turned into the Zoning Board of Appeals 
so they are in that file. 

MR. SCHIEFER: As long as you are going to have to go 
to the County as our attorney recommended, I'd like 
to suggest that we go down and take a look at it. I 
don't see where it is going to be detrimental but 
we're going to have some time here now. 

MR. DUBALDI: Want to take lead agency? 

MR. SCHIEFER: We can take those steps and see what 
you want to do about the public hearing. Does anyone 
make a motion, a proposal on taking lead agency? 

MR. DUBALDI: I'll make a motion. 

MR. SCHIEFER: That the Town of New Windsor take lead 
agency on this site plan. 

MR. PAGANO: I'll second it. 

ROLL CALL: 

Mr. Pagano Aye 
Mr. McCarville Aye 
Mr. Lander Aye 
Mr. Dubaldi Aye 
Mr. Schiefer Aye 

MR. SCHIEFER: Do you want to take any action on the 
public hearing since the Zoning Board of Appeals has 
already had a public hearing and a very negative 
response? By that I don't mean negative, negligible 
response. 

MR. LANDER: We can poll the Board, I think John 
might want to wait until we make a site visit. 

-7-
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MR. PAGANO: I want a site visit before I set him up 
for it. Then, we start compacting time, time starts 
compressing then we compromise so by doing it this way, 
we'll broaden that time span. 

MR. SCHIEFER: Mr. McCarville? 

MR. MC CARVILLE: I agree. 

MR. LANDER: We'll wait. 

MR. SCHIEFER: Then that's about all we can do this 
evening. Any other questions that we can resolve? 

MR. MC CARVILLE: I noticed there's a gas pump. Is 
there an underground fuel tank? If so, where is it 
on the plan? 

MR. HILDRETH: It would have to be right here, see 
the fill cap? 

MR. MC CARVILLE: So it sits under the concrete pad? 

MR. HILDRETH: Yes, exactly where I don't know. Is 
that correct underground fuel tank for the gas pump? 
Is it under the— 

MR. MC CARVILLE: Under the driveway? 

MR. EVANS: Right where you back in. 

MR. SCHIEFER: How large is the tank? 

MR. EVANS: A thousand gallons. 

MR. EDSALL: Can you call out the capacity on the plan 
for Bob Rogers benefit? 

MR. MC CARVILLE: I don't know, if it is looking where 
that property line is, is this the property line here? 

MR. HILDRETH: That's the right-of-way line for John 
Street. 

MR. MC CARVILLE: Looks to me like the fuel cap,• 
therefore the tank is located in a town right-of-way 
on this map. 

MR. SCHIEFER: Is this the case the way this map 
indicates this is the road, the property here, where 
is that fill cap? 
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MR. HILDRETH: That fill cap is north of the right-of-
way line, puts it in the right-of-way. Where exactly 
the tank is, I don't know. 

MR. PAGANO: That's why this site inspection is going 
to be so important. 

MR. SCHIEFER: If that fill cap, if it's on the town 
property, is that a problem? 

MR. PAGANO: If it is, I think so because then the 
fill cap is subject to damage by a plow and the— 

MR. HILDRETH: John Street is curbed so the plows 
aren't going to do anything. 

MR. PAGANO: But the town is entitled to go up there 
for maintenance. 

MR. SCHIEFER: I was in New York last week and I 
noticed fuel trucks delivering fuel riant on the 
sidewalk. The fuel caps are out on the city propertv, 
that's not unusual in New York. 

MR. PAGANO: No, it's not unusual if it.'s a pre-existing 
use, I'll accept it. If we're going to make a change 
to the property, then we're changing the pre-existing 
use. Now, it's time to improve it. 

MR. SCHIEFER: You want to move that, if it's not on 
the roadway? 

MR. KRIEGER: Start by saying that if it's pre-existing 
is the question. 

MR. SCHIEFER: It's pre-existing. 

MR. HILDRETH: How long has that been there? 

MR. EVANS: As long as the shop has been there, 1940, 
'45. 

MR. DUBALDI: We'll take a look at it when we go down. 
That's all. 

MR. SCHIEFER: Any other questions? I'd like the next 
time we meet, I'd like to take action on it one way 
or the other. Any other questions? Okay, thank you. 

MR. BABCOCK: Are we going to send this plan to Orange 
County Planning Department? 
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n MR. SCHIEFER: Yes. 

MR. BABCOCK: Okay, 

MR. MC CARVILLE: That tank is being used? 

MR. EVANS: Yes. 

MR. MC CARVILLE: Thank you. 

MR. HILDRETH: Has been right along. 

: s 

U 
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FORMAL DECISIONS: EVANS 

MR. TANNER: I make a motion that we accent the formal 
decision of Evans. Said decision is attached and made 
part of the minutes. 

MR. TORLEY: I'll second that. 

ROLL CALL: 

Mr. Torlev 
Mr. Finnegan 
Mr. Petro 
Mr. Konkol 
Mr. Tanner 
Mr. Nuqent 

Aye 
Ave 
Ave 
Ave 
Ave 
Ave 

Mr. Fe nwi ck Av e 

Being that there was no further business to come before 
the Board a motion was made to adjourn the neetino bv 
Mr. Nuqent seconded by Mr. Konkol and aooroved bv the 
Board. 

Resoectfullv Submitted: 

FRANCES SULLIVAN 
Stenographer 
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NEW WINDSOR ZONING BOARD OF APPEALS 
x 

In the Matter of the Application of DECISION GRANTING 
USE AND AREA VARIANCES 

JOHN S. EVANS, 

#91-1. 

x 

WHEREAS, JOHN S. EVANS, INC., a corporation having an 
office located at 189 Windsor Highway, New Windsor, N.Y. 12553, 
has made application before the Zoning Board of Appeals for a 
(1) a use variance to construct a commercial building in an R-4 
zone, and has applied for the following area variances: (2) 
5,000 s.f. lot area, (3) 8 ft. side yard, (4) 35 ft. rear yard, 
(5) 1,000 s.f. minimum floor area and (6) 65% developmental 
coverage; and 

WHEREAS, a public hearing was held on the 25th day of 
February, 1991 before the Zoning Board of Appeals at the Town 
Hall, New Windsor, New York; and 

WHEREAS, John S. Evans, the principal in the above-
mentioned corporation, appeared with his surveyor, William 
Hildreth L.S. of Grevas and Hildreth, in support of the 
application; and 

WHEREAS, the public hearing was attended by a neighboring 
resident who did not oppose the application after she was 
assured that the applicant had no intention of encroaching on 
her property which was located adjacent to the rear of the 
parcel in question; and 

WHEREAS, the Zoning Board of Appeals of the Town of New 
Windsor makes the following findings in this matter: 

1. The notice of public hearing was duly sent to residents 
and businesses as prescribed by law and published in The 
Sentinel, also as required by law. 

2. The evidence shows that applicant is seeking permission 
to construct a commercial building in an R-4 zone in order to 
house his vehicles and that same is not a permitted use in the 
R-4 zone, and in addition, the applicant is seeking permission 
to vary the bulk regulations with regard to lot aea, side yard, 
rear yard, minimum floor area and developmental coverage with 
regard to the proposed construction of said commercial building 
in the R-4 zone. 

3. The evidence presented by the applicant indicated that 
the commercial use of this property by the applicant is a 
pre-existing non-conforn;ing use, pre-dating the adoption of 
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FORMAL DECISIONS: EVANS 

MR. TANNER: I make a motion that we accent the formal 
decision of Evans. Said decision is attached and made 
part of the minutes. 

MR. TORLEY: I'll second that. 

ROLL CALL: 

Mr. Torley 
Mr. Finneqan 
Mr. Petro 
Mr. Konkol 
Mr. Tanner 
Mr. Nuqent 

Aye 
Ave 
Ave 
Ave 
Aye 
Ave 

Mr. Fenwick Ave 

Beinc that there was no further business to come before 
the Board a motion was made to adjourn the meetinq bv 
Mr. Nuqent seconded by Mr. Konkol and approved bv the 
Board. 

ResDectfullv Submitted 

FRANCES SULLIVAN 
Stenographer 
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MRS. BARNHART: Y o u ' l l g e t a copv of i t i n t h e m a i l , 
s i g n e d , s e a l e d and d e l i v e r e d . 

MR. LOIS: Okay, thank you . 

_ ? - ? _ 



NEW WINDSOR ZONING BOARD OF APPEALS 
x 

In the Matter of the Application of DECISION GRANTING 
USE AND AREA VARIANCES 

JOHN S. EVANS, 

#91-1. 

x 

WHEREAS, JOHN S. EVANS, INC., a corporation having an 
office located at 189 Windsor Highway, New Windsor, N.Y. 12553, 
has made application before the Zoning Board of Appeals for a 
(1) a use variance to construct a commercial building in an R-4 
zone, and has applied for the following area variances: (2) 
5,000 s.f. lot area, (3) 8 ft. side yard, (4) 35 ft. rear yard, 
(5) 1,000 s.f. minimum floor area and (6) 65% developmental 
coverage; and 

WHEREAS, a public hearing was held on the 25th day of 
February, 1991 before the Zoning Board of Appeals at the Town 
Hall, New Windsor, New York; and 

WHEREAS, John S. Evans, the principal in the above-
mentioned corporation, appeared with his surveyor, William 
Hildreth L.S. of Grevas and Hildreth, in support of the 
application; and 

WHEREAS, the public hearing was attended by a neighboring 
resident who did not oppose the application after she was 
assured that the applicant had no intention of encroaching on 
her property which was located adjacent to the rear of the 
parcel in question; and 

WHEREAS, the Zoning Board of Appeals of the Town of New 
Windsor makes the following findings in this matter: 

1. The notice of public hearing was duly sent to residents 
and businesses as prescribed by law and published in The 
Sentinel, also as required by law. 

2. The evidence shows that applicant is seeking permission 
to construct a commercial building in an R-4 zone in order to 
house his vehicles and that same is not a permitted use in the 
R-4 zone, and in addition, the applicant is seeking permission 
to vary the bulk regulations with regard to lot aea, side yard, 
rear yard, minimum floor area and developmental coverage with 
regard to the proposed construction of said commercial building 
in the R-4 zone. 

3. The evidence presented by the applicant indicated that 
the commercial use of this property by the applicant is a 
pre-existing non-conf orr»mg use, pre-dating the adoption of 



zoning in the Town of New Windsor. The applicant stated that 
the adjacent lot, which is also owned by the applicant, had been 
used for commercial purposes, in connection with the operation 
of his father's, and then his, business since the 1930's. In 
addition, the applicant further stated that the subject lot has 
been used for the parking of his commercial vehicles for 17 
years. 

4. The evidence presented by applicant further indicated 
that the applicant had suffered several incidents of vandalism 
to his vehicles due to their present outdoor storage on the 
subject property. The applicant stated that a fence would not 
afford adequate protection to his vehicles on the subject 
property since they would still be parked outside. 

5. The Board finds that the applicant's present operation 
of his commercial business in an R-4 zone, and his present usage 
of the subject property for outdoor storage of equipment, is a 
pre-existing, non-conforming use (,t the property. Essentially 
the applicant seeks only to enclose within a building his 
present non-conforming, outdoor storage of equipment. 

6. The applicant has filed the required short 
environmental assessment form in connection with his 
application. 

7. The Zoning Board of Appeals of the Town of New Windsor 
has declared itself an involved agency in regard to the review 
of the applicant's request for a use variance, on the assumption 
that the Planning Board of the Town of New Windsor ultimately 
will declare itself lead agency in regard to the proposed 
construction by the applicant. 

8. The Zoning Board of Appeals of the Town of New Windsor 
has reviewed the short environmental assessment form prepared by 
the applicant and has heard some of the neighbors speak out at 
the proposal at its aforesaid public hearing, and finds that the 
granting of this requested use variance will not result in any 
significant adverse environmental impact, and consequently has 
made a negative declaration under SEQRA for the requested use 
variance. 

9. Based upon the evidence presented and the Board's 
familiarity with the applicant's property and the surrounding 
area, it is the finding of this Board that the applicant has 
demonstrated unnecessary hardship, enabling him the granting of 
the requested use variance to construct a commercial building in 
an R-4 zone. 

10. The land in question cannot yield a reasonable return 
if used only for a permitted use due to its location next to the 
pre-existing, non-conforming commercial use. 

11. The applicant's plight is unique, given the historical 
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usage of the subject property for outdoor storage, immediately 
adjacent to the comerciai business, both of such uses being 
pre-existing and non-conforming. 

12. The proposed use by the applicant will not alter the 
residential essential character of the locality since it merely 
will enclose within a building the present outdoor storage on 
the site. 

13. The hardship in question is not self-created. 

14. It is the further finding of this Board that the 
applicant has made a sufficient showing of practical difficulty 
and entitle him to the granting of the requested bulk variances. 

15. The applicant has shown significant economic injury 
from the application of the bulk requirements to the subject 
property since the premises would be virtually unusable for any 
commercial building without substantial bulk variances to 
accompany the use variance, and the pre-existing outdoor storage 
of equipment has been shown to be uneconomic due to the ongoing 
problem of vandalism, and the subject property would be 
undesirable as a site for conforming, residential construction 
due to the immediately adjacent commercial business. 

16. The requested variances are substantial in relation to 
the required bulk regulations that are granted by this Board on 
the basis that they represent a reasonable adjustment of the 
applicant's rights to make a use of subject property to which it 
is reasonably adapted, given the pre-existing non-conforming, 
present use thereof. 

17. The requested variances will not result in substantial 
detriment to adjoining properties or change the character of the 
neighborhood. 

18. The requested variances will produce no effect on the 
population density or governmental facilities. 

19. That there is no other feasible method available to 
applicant which can produce the necessary results other than the 
variance procedure. 

20. The interest of justice would be served by allowing the 
the granting of the requested variances. 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT 

RESOLVED, that the Zoning Board of Appeals of the Town of 
New Windsor GRANT (1) a use variance for the construction of a 
commercial building in an R-4 zone, and the following area 
variances: (1) 5,000 s.f. lot area; (2) 8 ft. side yard; (3) 35 
ft. rear yard; (4) 1,000 s.f. minimum floor area; and (5) 63% 
developmental coverage sought by applicant in accordance with a 



plan filed with the Building Inspector and presented at the 
public hearing. 

BE IT FURTHER, 

RESOLVED, that the Secretary of the Zoning Board of Appeals 
of the Town of New Windsor transmit a copy of this decision to 
the Town Clerk, Town Planning Board and applicant. 

Dated: March 25, 1991. 

^hairman 

(ZBA DISK#3-053085.FD) 
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NEW WINDSOR ZONING BOARD OF APPEALS 

In the Matter of the Application of DECISION GRANTING 
USE AND AREA VARIANCES 

JOHN S. EVANS, 

#91-1. 

WHEREAS, JOHN S. EVANS, INC., a corporation having an 
office located at 189 Windsor Highway, New Windsor, N.Y. 12553, 
has made application before the Zoning Board of Appeals for a 
(1) a use variance to construct a commercial building in an R-4 
zone, and has applied for the following area variances: (2) 
5,000 s.f. lot area, (3) 8 ft. side yard, (4) 35 ft. rear yard, 
(5) 1,000 s.f. minimum floor area and (6) 65% developmental 
coverage; and 

WHEREAS, a public hearing was held on the 25th day of 
February, 1991 before the Zoning Board of Appeals at the Town 
Hall, New Windsor, New York; and 

WHEREAS, John S. Evans, the principal in the above-
mentioned corporation, appeared with his surveyor, William 
Hildreth L.S. of Grevas and Hildreth, in support of the 
application; and 

WHEREAS, the public hearing was attended by a neighboring 
resident who did not oppose the application after she was 
assured that the applicant had no intention of encroaching on 
her property which was located adjacent to the rear of the 
parcel in question; and 

WHEREAS, the Zoning Board of Appeals of the Town of New 
Windsor makes the following findings in this matter: 

1. The notice of public hearing was duly sent to residents 
and businesses as prescribed by law and published in The 
Sentinel, also as required by law. 

2. The evidence shows that applicant is seeking permission 
to construct a commercial building in an R-4 zone in order to 
house his vehicles and that same is not a permitted use in the 
R-4 zone, and in addition, the applicant is seeking permission 
to vary the bulk regulations with regard to lot aea, side yard, 
rear yard, minimum floor area and developmental coverage with 
regard to the proposed construction of said commercial building 
in the R-4 zone. 

3. The evidence presented by the applicant indicated that 
the commercial use of this property by the applicant is a 
pre-existing non-conforming use, pre-dating the adoption of 
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zoning in the Town of New Windsor. The applicant stated that 
the adjacent lot, which is also owned by the applicant, had been 
used for commercial purposes, in connection with the operation 
of his father's, and then his, business since the 1930's. In 
addition, the applicant further stated that the subject lot has 
been used for the parking of his commercial vehicles for 17 
years. 

4. The evidence presented by applicant further indicated 
that the applicant had suffered several incidents of vandalism 
to his vehicles due to their present outdoor storage on the 
subject property. The applicant stated that a fence would not 
afford adequate protection to his vehicles on the subject 
property since they would still be parked outside. 

5. The Board finds that the applicant's present operation 
of his commercial business in an R-4 zone, and his present usage 
of the subject property for outdoor storage of equipment, is a 
pre-existing, non-conforming use of the property. Essentially 
the applicant seeks only to enclose within a building his 
present non-conforming, outdoor storage of equipment. 

6. The applicant has filed the required short 
environmental assessment form in connection with his 
application. 

7. The Zoning Board of Appeals of the Town of New Windsor 
has declared itself an involved agency in regard to the review 
of the applicant's request for a use variance, on the assumption 
that the Planning Board of the Town of New Windsor ultimately 
will declare itself lead agency in regard to the proposed 
construction by the applicant. 

8. The Zoning Board of Appeals of the Town of New Windsor 
has reviewed the short environmental assessment form prepared by 
the applicant and has heard some of the neighbors speak out at 
the proposal at its aforesaid public hearing, and finds that the 
granting of this requested use variance will not result in any 
significant adverse environmental impact, and consequently has 
made a negative declaration under SEQRA for the requested use 
variance. 

9. Based upon the evidence presented and the Board's 
familiarity with the applicant's property and the surrounding 
area, it is the finding of this Board that the applicant has 
demonstrated unnecessary hardship, enabling him the granting of 
the requested use variance to construct a commercial building in 
an R-4 zone. 

10. The land in question cannot yield a reasonable return 
if used only for a permitted use due to its location next to the 
pre-existing, non-conforming commercial use. 

11. The applicant's plight is unique, given the historical 



usage of the subject property for outdoor storage, immediately 
adjacent to the comercial business, both of such uses being 
pre-existing and non-conforming. 

12. The proposed use by the applicant will not alter the 
residential essential character of the locality since it merely 
will enclose within a building the present outdoor storage on 
the site. 

13. The hardship in question is not self-created. 

14. It is the further finding of this Board that the 
applicant has made a sufficient showing of practical difficulty 
and entitle him to the granting of the requested bulk variances. 

15. The applicant has shown significant economic injury 
from the application of the bulk requirements to the subject 
property since the premises would be virtually unusable for any 
commercial building without substantial bulk variances to 
accompany the use variance, and the pre-existing outdoor storage 
of equipment has been shown to be uneconomic due to the ongoing 
problem of vandalism, and the subject property would be 
undesirable as a site for conforming, residential construction 
due to the immediately adjacent commercial business. 

16. The requested variances are substantial in relation to 
the required bulk regulations that are granted by this Board on 
the basis that they represent a reasonable adjustment of the 
applicant's rights to make a use of subject property to v/hich it 
is reasonably adapted, given the pre-existing non-conforming, 
present use thereof. 

17. The requested variances will not result in substantial 
detriment to adjoining properties or change the character of the 
neighborhood. 

18. The requested variances will produce no effect on the 
population density or governmental facilities. 

19. That there is no other feasible method available to 
applicant which can produce the necessary results other than the 
variance procedure. 

20. The interest of justice would be served by allowing the 
the granting of the requested variances. 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT 

RESOLVED, that the Zoning Board of Appeals of the Town of 
New Windsor GRANT (1) a use variance for the construction of a 
commercial building in an R-4 zone, and the following area 
variances: (1) 5,000 s.f. lot area; (2) 8 ft. side yard; (3) 35 
ft. rear yard; (4) 1,000 s.f. minimum floor area; and (5) 65% 
developmental coverage sought by applicant in accordance with a 



plan filed with the Building Inspector and presented at the 
public hearing. 

BE IT FURTHER, 

RESOLVED, that the Secretary of the Zoning Board of Appeals 
of the Town of New Windsor transmit a copy of this decision to 
the Town Clerk, Town Planning Board and applicant. 

Dated: March 25, 1991. 

(ZBA DISK#3-053085.FD) 
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>wli ZONING BOARD OF APPALS • 
February 25, 1991 

AGENDA: 

7:30 p.m. - ROLL CALL 

Motion to accept minutes of 1/14/91 and 1/28/91 as written. 

>£ ex *OPePRELIMINARY MEETING: 

-̂ggTbĝ  l. TRADE AUTO - Referred by Planning Board. Request for 
'. expansion of pre-existing non-conforming use on Walsh Road to 

expand to spray paint shop in PI zone. Present: William 
^ vf /r^Hildreth, P. E. and Art Glynn. 

b u c ^ 1 ^ , AUGUST ASSOCS. - Request for 184.50 s.f sign variance to be 
located at intersection of Temple Hill Rd./ Union Avenue (Rent 
All Center) in a PI zone. Present: Mr. Eugene Lois. 

£ PUBLIC HEARINGS: 

3. LUGO, PEDRO - Request for use and (1) 29,208 s.f. lot area, 
(2) 80 ft. lot width, (3) 18 ft. side yard and (4) 18.6 ft. 
building height variances to construct single family residential 
dwelling in PI zone. 

PffcCxJbD 4» MANS, LOURENS - Request for area variance to construct garage 
in front portion of property - Sec. 48-14(4) Supplemental Yard 
Regs, for property located on Shore Drive in R-4 zone. 

_5. EVANS, JOHN S. - Request for use variance to construct a 
commercial building in an R-4 zone and (1) 5,000 s.f. lot area, 
(2) 8 ft. sideyard, (3) 35 ft. rear yard, (4) 1,000 s.f. minimum 
livable area and (5) 65% developmental coverage. Present: 
William Hildreth, P.E. 

FORMAL DECISION: (1) BABCOCK 

PAT - 565-8550 (O) 
562-7107 (H) 



PUBLIC HEARING: EVANS, JOHN S. 

MR. KONKOL: This is a request for use variance to 
construct a commercial building in an R-4 2one and 
(1) 5,000 square foot lot are, (2) 9 foot sideyard, 
(3) 35 foot rear yard, (4) 1,000 square foot minimum 
livable area and (5) 65% developmental coverage. 

Mr. William Hildreth, P.E. of Grevas & Hildreth came 
before the Board representing this proposal. 

MR. BABCOCK: Maybe just quickly before they start, 
we went over these numbers last time. We decided to 
use column A 10 and myself and Bill went over what 
was the new building, what was the old buildinq and 
exactly the numbers that you gentlemen wanted. 

MR. KONKOL: Fine, okay. 

MR. NUGENT: I have one question. T̂hat's the 1,000 
square foot minimum livable area. This is a oaraoe. 

MR. HILDRETH: It's a residential 7.one. 

MR. BABCOCK: It's a requirement that he has at least 
1,000 square feet. 

MR. NUGENT: Ok ay. 

MR. HILDRETH: "y name i s Wi l l i am H i l d r e t h and I 'm 
Vice P r e s i d e n t of Grevas &• H i l d r e t h , l and s u r v e y o r s 
and I r e p r e s e n t t h e a p p l i c a n t , Mr. Evans who i s v;ith 
me h e r e t o n i g h t . F i r s t o r d e r of b u s i n e s s , I cuess i s 
t h e m a i l i n g s . Here i s t h e a s s e s s o r ' s l i s t . There 
w e r e , I c an , they a r e i n o r d e r b u t I can q ive you t h e 
demographics . We s e n t 50 n o t i c e s , 5 were n ^ t r e t u r n e d 
which I d o n ' t know, I saw vou had t h e e n v c l o o e , I 
d o n ' t know i f vou s e n t t h e o reen c a r d back or n o t . 
T h a t ' s Mrs. Conkl in and 1 was u n d e l i v e r e d which you can 
s e e r i g h t t h e r e . I a l s o have a copv of the n o t i c e i f 
you want i t . 

MRS. BARNHART: No, I a l r e a d y have i t , thank you . 

MR. KONKOL: For t h e Members of t h e Board t h a t w e r e n ' t 
h e r e , i f you want t o e x p l a i n what Mr. Evans wants t o 
do . 

MR. HILDRETH: C e r t a i n l y . He has an e x i s t i n g b u s i n e s s 
v/hich i s on John S t r e e t i n a r e s i d e n t i a l zone and he 
a l s o has a l o t n e x t door v/hich h e ' s been D a r k i n c h i s 
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v e h i c l e s on and he wants t o e r e c t a b u i l d i n g t o put 
those v e h i c l e s i n . Because i t ' s in a r e s i d e n t i a l zone , 
t h i s i s a l s o going t o require a use var iance which was 
on the a p p l i c a t i o n as w e l l . The numbers as Mike s a i d 
appear a t the top under the heading bulk t a b l e s . I ' l l 
go over them i f you wi sh . What i t amounts t o i n terms 
o f bulk requirements , 5,000 square f o o t area v a r i a n c e . 
There are four tax l o t s i n v o l v e d . Of those four , we 
are look ing a t only two because t h a t ' s the area t o be 
developed and the o ther two t a x l o t s a lready have the 
e x i s t i n g b u i l d i n g on i t . So , he has a t o t a l o f 20,000 
or excuse me, no , 10,000 square f e e t , excuse me. 
A l l r i g h t , I take t h a t back, we 're u s i n g the t o t a l 
a r e a , r i g h t ? 

MR. BABCOCK: Yes . 

MR. HILDRETH: I t ' s 10 ,000 . The amount of v a r i a n c e 
r e q u e s t i s t h e same, 5,000 s q u a r e f e e t . The s i d e ya rd 
would be on t h e r i g h t s i d e , 7 f e e t t o t h e new b u i l d i n o . 
Rear y a r d i s 5 , t h a t r e s u l t s i n a r e q u e s t of an P-5 s i d e 
y a r d v a r i a n c e and 35 foot r e a r y a r d . Y o u ' l l n o t i c e 
t h a t t h e e x i s t i n g b u i l d i n g on i t s l e f t s i d e and r e a r 
s i d e i s much c l o s e r than t h a t a l r e a d v . To answer 
Mr. N u g e n t ' s comment about t h e minimum l i v a b l e f l o o r 
a r e a , o b v i o u s l y t h e r e ' s no r e s i d e n c e s on t h i s . T h e r e ' s 
no l i v a b l e f l o o r a r e a . However, i t ' s i n a r e s i d e n t i a l 
zone so w e ' r e r e q u e s t i n g t h e f u l l amount of t h a t 
v a r i a n c e . Developmenta l c o v e r a a e v/e' r e n o t r e a l l v 
i n c r e a s i n g t h e deve lopmenta l cove rage because he was 
a l r e a d y u s i n g i t as p a r k i n g a r e a . However, i t exceeds 
t h e 30% r e s i d e n t i a l deve lopmen ta l c o v e r a g e . So , ba sed 
on a 95% deve lopmen ta l c o v e r a g e , w e ' r e l o o k i n o f o r 65% 
v a r i a n c e t h a t cove r s t h e bulk r e q u i r e m e n t s and t h e 
amounts of t h e v a r i a n c e s . I know t h e r e ' s new members, 
i f you have anv q u e s t i o n s . 

MR. PETRO: The Sager p r o p e r t y , w h a t ' s t h e r e ? 

MR. HILDRETH: T h a t ' s a r e s i d e n t i a l . 

MR. PETRO: How f a r away from t h e p r o p e r t y l i n e i s he? 

MR. HILDRETH: Down h e r e . 

MR. PETRO: T h e r e ' s n o t h i n c back h e r e a t a l l ? 

MR. HILDRETH: T h e r e ' s a back y a r d , t h e r e ' s a f ence 
b u t no s t r u c t u r e s . This i s t h e b u i l d i n g . 

MR. TORLEY: And a g a i n , s i r , would vou a d d r e s s t h e 
i s s u e of why vou need t h e e n c l o s e d b u i l d i n a r a t h e r 
t h a n j u s t a f ence? 
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MR. HILDRETH: It's to protect the equipment against 
vandalism. The trucks are exposed out there in the 
parking lot. The fence can be reached, you can climb 
it, you can throw things over it. A building just is 
safer from a business standpoint. It's just safer. 

MR. FINNEGAN: The purpose of the garage is simply and 
only be used to just house the trucks? 

MR. HILDRETH: Yes. 

MR. FINNEGAN: No business is going to take place 
inside the building? 

MR. HILDRETH: You have an office in the other building? 

MR. EVANS: My office is in my father's house. 

MR. HILDRETH: That's it, it's just parkino. I have 
pictures. They were requested at the last meeting. 

MR. KONKOL: V?e would like to see thep. 

MR. HILDRETH: I also have, if no one rinds turning 
around, I can post the map which shows the directions 
that they were taken. I have a total of P pictures. 
I can start with #1 taken from the street at the lower 
left hand side looking towards the proDertv. *2 is 
farther down the street about the middle of the nropertv 
looking towards the lower right hand corner of the 
building. =3 same position looking towards the emntv 
lot that's going to have the building on it. ~& is 
taken from the street in the right hand side of the 
property looking towards the rear. -5 is closer to 
the building looking down what in the future will be 
between the two buildings. ?6 is in the back looking 
at the corner where the wood steps are. That's an 
entry. =7 is standing on the propertv about where 
the front of the building v/ould be looking across the 
street. v8, okay, -8 is about at the nrooertv line 
looking down between the two buildings. 

MR. TORLEY: Sir, did you discuss this with the Fire 
Marshall about the access with the building? 

MR. HILDRETH: I have not. 

MR. FINNEGAN: I thought they alreadv did that. 

MR. BABCOCK: This went to the Planning Board and was 
referred here. The Bureau of Fire Prevention has 
approved it, Bobby Rogers, Mav of '90. 

-21-



MR. FINNEGAN: Where t h e s e two trucks a r e , t h a t ' s r i g h t 
where the b u i l d i n g i s going? 

MR. HILDRETH: Yes , t h a t ' s the snow i s t h e r e now but 
i t ' s a parking l o t t h a t h e ' s been parking the trucks 
on and t h a t ' s the area encompassed. 

MR. PETRO: F ive (5) f oo t a l leyway coming down between 
the two b u i l d i n g s ? 

MR. HILDRETH: That ' s what t hey a r e g o i n g t o end up 
wi t h . 

MR. TORLEY: J u s t a b o u t where t h a t t r u c k i s . 

MR. HILDRETH: T h a t ' s p o i n t f i v e . One of t h e s e p i c t u r e s 
shows t h e d e c k , you can s e e how f a r o u t from t h e 
b u i l d i n g t h e deck comes . T h a t ' s r i g h t abou t where t h e 
b u i l d i n g i s go ing t o b e , t h e y ' r e numbered on t h e back , 
#6 does show t h a t . A l l i t shows i s t h e s t e D s . 

MR. PETRO: You can s e e t h a t 1 ? ; go ino t o be t h e s i d e 
of i t . 

MR. HILDRETH: There might have been a c o n c r e t e frame 
t h a t ' s under t h e snow. 

MR. PETRO: T h e r e ' s a l i t t l e deck t h e r e , i t ' s under 
t h e snov?. 

MR. HILDRETH: That g i v e s you an i d e a of t h e s c a l e 
t hough . 

MR. PETRO: Back of t h i s p r o p e r t y i s belov; o r a d e , you 
have 3 f e e t be low. 

MR. HILDRETH: Yes , t h e r e ' s a r e t a i n i n a w a l l h e r e , 
11 and 550, n o t a bad guess thouah by l o o k i n a a t 
t h e p i c t u r e s . 

MR. KONKOL: I f t h e r e i s anyone h e r e i n r e f e r e n c e , i f 
t hey want t o s t a n d and s t a t e t h e i r name and a d d r e s s 
and whether you a r e f o r o r a g a i n s t i t . 

YVONNE CONKLIN: My name i s Yvonne Conkl in and I l i v e 
a t 2 3 High S t r e e t , New Windsor and t h e back of h i s 
b u i l d i n g i s r i g h t t o my back ya rd and h e ' s t e l l i n g me 
t h a t I have g o t s e c t i o n s 1 3 , 5 and 22 and h e ' s t e l l i n g 
me t h a t t hey w o n ' t be i n my back va rd b u t I c a n ' t 
u n d e r s t a n d . A l l r i g h t , he p o i n t e d o u t a b l o c k , b l o c k s 
1 3 , b locks 13 and b l o c k s 5 , I d o n ' t want nobody i n my 
back y a r d . I ' m n o t g i v i n g up none of mv back v a r d . 
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MR. KONKOL: His existing building is already bordering 
your property. 

MRS. CONKLIN: Yes but there ain't nothing else going 
on it. 

MR. KONKOL: No, nothing else in that area going to be 
there. Would you like to come up and see this map 
further? I think it would be easier. 

MRS. CONKLIN: I'm not trying to be rotten. 

MR. HILDRETH: She recognizes the tax map numbers. 
She's just trying to— 

MRS. CONKLIN: I have got four kids. Can vou under­
stand what I am saying? 

MR. KONKOL: What he is proposing to do, this is your 
property right here, okay, this is his existing building 
where he is now, okay, this is the vard over here v.'here 
he is parking the trucks. This is where he wants to 
put the building. He wants to close that up so he can 
put equipment under cover and your buildino is way over 
here. 

MRS. CONKLIN: I'm up on High Street, where is his? 

MR. KONKOL: Existina shop is right here now. 

MPS. CONKLIN: Then I'm up here because it comes , rv 
back yard comes right down here where his shoo is. 

MR. HILORE TK : P.i ch t. 

MR. KONKOL: This is over here, I guess where his 
father lives over this wav, rioht? 

MRS. CONKLIN: I don't know where his father is. 

MR. KONKOL: It's not goino to effect vou at all. 

MRS. CONKLIN: I don't understand the 13 and the 5 
and he was trying to tell me. 

MR. HILDRETH: She recognizes her section and her block 
number and she thought that that meant we were talking 
about her tax lot. 

MR. BABCOCK: Section and block are all the same in the 
same area. A section number would be the same, it's a 
large map, a large map would be a section of New 
Windsor. A block would be a larae area in that section 
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and then i n d i v i d u a l l o t numbers s o the only t h i n g t h a t 
would be d i f f e r e n t from you and t h i s gentleman would be 
a l o t number. Your s e c t i o n and block would be the same. 

MRS. CONKLIN: Well , the only reason I even came here 
was because I thought he was t r y i n g t o b u i l d something 
in my back yard. 

MR. BABCOCK: He cannot b u i l d on your proper ty . 

MR. KONKOL: Here you s e e where h i s property i s now 
which i s by y o u r y a r d , t h i s over here i s qoing t o be 
t he b u i l d i n g , okay? 

MRS. CONKLIN: A l l r i g h t , j u s t as long as he a i n ' t 
g e t t i n g i n my y a r d . 

MR. KONKOL: You ' r e n o t o b j e c t i n g t h e n , Mrs. Conkl in 
based on t h a t i t i s no t b e i n g b u i l t on your p r o p e r t y ? 

MRS. CONKLIN: No, I d o n ' t c a r e as lono as he d o n ' t 
ge t on my p r o p e r t y . I go t fou r k i d s , I c o t t h e h i a 
back y a r d fo r my k i d s and my dogs and my c a t s . 

MR. KONKOL: I t w i l l be t h e same, okav? 

MRS. CONKLIN: Al l r i g h t and maybe I ' l l move ou t s o o n . 

MR. KONKOL: Okav, I 'm ao inq t o c l o s e t h e p u b l i c h e a r i r . c 
and k i c k i t back t o t h e Board . No q u e s t i o n s ? 

MR. KILDRETH: I b rough t an example of what he wants 
i t t o look l i k e . 

MR. KONKOL: Can I have a mot ion? 

MR. LUCIA: S ince t h i s i s a u s e , an a r e a v a r i a n c e on 
t h e use v a r i a n c e , B i l l , can I have vou speak t o t h e 
i s s u e of unnecessa ry h a r d s h i p . Thev s p e c i f i c a l l v — 
does Mr. Evans t a k e t h e p o s i t i o n t h a t t h e land as i t ' s 
p r e s e n t l y zoned c a n ' t y i e l d a r e a s o n a b l e r e t u r n i f 
used only f o r r e s i d e n t i a l p u r p o s e s ? 

MR. HILDRETH: Yes, based on t h e f a c t t h a t i t ' s an 
e x i s t i n g , on -go ing b u s i n e s s , t h a t ' s c o r r e c t . 

MR. LUCIA: I s h i s s i t u a t i o n un ique wi th r e s p e c t t o 
t h i s p r o p e r t y ? 

MR. HILDRETH: I t ' s u n i q u e . 

MR. PETRO: I t ' s t h e only c r a n e s e r v i c e i n New Windsor . 
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MR. HILDRETH: Yes. 

MR. KONKOL: Jack, would y° u want to comment on how 
many years you have been in that location? 

MR. EVANS: I have been using that piece of property 
17 years to park on and the other one, my father went 
in business in 19 30 so I guess around 35, 19 36 we have 
been in that garage, the old garage, even bought that 
property 17 years ago. 

MR. TORLEY: Predated any zoning. 

MR. LUCIA: Will this alter the essential character of 
the locality? 

MR. HILDRETH: I would say not. 

MR. KONKOL: I would sav improve it. 

MR. FINNEGAN: It's going to be used for the same our-
pose. 

MR. HILDRETH: Same purpose, the trucks that are there 
are still going to be there. He iust wants to enclose 
it. 

MR. LUCIA: Is that in any wav a selfcreated hardship? 

MR. IllLDRETH : Ko, sir. 

MR. LUCIA: Let's turn to the area variance, what 
significant economic injurv is he claimina entitles 
hiir to this area variance? 

MR. HILDRETH: He needs to protect his trucks, to 
protect his business or to keep his business he needs 
the trucks to use in his business. 

MR. FINNEGAN: That's taken 17 years now the vandalism 
has increased. 

MR. EVANS: I had more trucks than I had in the nast 
and I painted two trucks already this year because 
they got banged up. 

MR. LUCIA: If we can just for a moment let's turn to 
see, I'm not sure how far along you were with the 
Planning Board. Did the Planning Board take lead 
agencv status or have they done anvthino with respect 
to SEQRA? 

-25 
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MR. HILDRETH: They h a v e n o t . I f t h e y h a v e d e c l a r e d 
l e a d a g e n c y , t h a t ' s a l l . I f you w a n t , I c a n check t h e 
f i l e s and s e e i f I can come up w i t h a n y t h i n g b u t I 
d o n ' t e v e n know i f t h e y h a v e done t h a t y e t . I t h i n k 
a l l I g o t was a r e f e r r a l . I d o n ' t have i t . Mike, do 
you r e c a l l ? 

MR. BABCOCK: I d o n ' t h a v e a n y t h i n g h e r e . L e t me j u s t . 
No , I d o n ' t h a v e a n y t h i n g . I t h i n k i t was j u s t 
s t r i c t l y a r e f e r r a l . 

MR. LUCIA: I p r e s u m e u l t i m a t e l y t h e y ' l l t a k e l e a d 
agency s t a t u s . We w o u l d j u s t b e an i n v o l v e d a g e n c y 
on i t a n d — 

MR. HILDRETH: T h a t ' s t h e i r n o r m a l p r a c t i c e . 

MR. LUCIA: On t h e u s e v a r i a n c e , j u s t t o c o v e r us f o r 
SEQRA, we p r o b a b l y s h o u l d e n t e r t a i n a m o t i o n t o be an 
i n v o l v e d a g e n c y on t h i s a s s u m i n g t h e P l a n n i n q B o a r d 
u l t i m a t e l y t a k e s l e a d a g e n c y s t a t u s and we a l s o wou ld 
h a v e t o make a n e g a t i v e d e c l a r a t i o n t h a t t h e r e i s no 
s i g n i f i c a n t a d v e r s e e n v i r o n m e n t a l i m p a c t f rom t h e u s e 
v a r i a n c e on t h i s p r o p e r t y s o we n r o b a b l v s h o u l d do t h a t 
a s t w o s e p a r a t e m o t i o n s a s w e l l a s t h e m o t i o n on t h e 
u s e v a r i a n c e . 

MP. TORLEY: I ' l l make a m o t i o n f o r a n e g a t i v e f i n d i n c . 

MR. LUCIA: N e g a t i v e d e c l a r a t i o n . 

MR. FINNEGAN: Did S a g e r r e t u r n one of t h o s e c a r d s ? 

MR. HILDRETH: I d o n ' t t h i n k t h a t ' s one o f t h e o n e s 
t h a t d i d n o t cone b a c k . 

MR. TORLEY: I make a m o t i o n - t o h a v e a n e c a t i v s f i n d i n a 
f o r SEQRA. 

MR. LUCIA: F i r s t a m o t i o n t o be an i n v o l v e d a a e n c y , 
a s s u m i n g t h e P l a n n i n g B o a r d becomes l e a d a g e n c y r 

MR. TORLEY: I move t h a t we become an i n v o l v e d a a e n c y 
f o r t h e SEQRA p r o c e d u r e s . 

MR. TANNER: - I ' l l s e c o n d i t . 

ROLL CALL: 

Mr. Torley Aye 
Mr. Finnegan Aye 
Mr. Petro Aye 
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ROLL CALL (CONT'D): 

Mr. Konkol Aye 
Mr. Tanner Aye 
Mr. Nugent Aye 

MR. KONKOL: Now you want a motion for the negative 
declaration? 

MR. TORLEY: I'll move for a neqative declaration for 
SEQRA purposes. 

MR. TANNER: I'll second it. 

ROLL CALL: 

Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 

Torlev 
Finneqan 
Petro 
Konkol 
Tanner 
Nuaent 

Aye 
Aye 
Ave 
Aye . 
By a 

Ave 

MR. KONKOL: Now w e — 

MR. NUGENT: I make a motion we arant the variance. 

MR. PETRO: 1*11 second that one. 

MR. LUCIA: Both the use and the area variance. 

ROLL CALL: 

Mr. 
.Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 

Torlev 
Finneqan 
Petro 
Konkol 
Tanner 
Nugent 

Ave 
Aye 
Ave 
Ave 
Ave 
Aye 

MR. KONKOL: You're going to have to wait for the formal 
decision before you can start. 

MR. HILDRETH: I have to cro back to the Planning Board 
anvwav. 
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DISCUSSION: 

Mr. Paul Martin came before the Board. 

MR. MARTIN: 'I'm, with WGNY Radio._ I got a press 
release from Nancy Calhoun's office a month ago talking 
about a State grant that an organization known as 
Wind in the Willows had received to open up a day care 
center in New Windsor. She said that there was a 
problem with zoning in the town. I just wanted to 
see if anyone here, if you knew about that. 

MR. LUCIA: You and I spoke on the phone, did we not? 

MR. MARTIN: Yes, I believe about a month aero. 

MR. LUCIA: And that answer I gave you then was the 
same answer I'll give you tonight. This Board decided 
there ivere some issues that ouoht to be referred back 
to the Planning Board. Within the next couple of davs , 
I should be forwarding a letter to the Planninc? Boarc1 

along with copies of the minutes of several of the 
meetings this Board has had on the matter and at that 
point, you are welcome.to go to the Planning Board 
hearing and hear all about it. 

MR. MARTIN: That's all I wanted to know, t̂ hen does 
the Planning Board meet? 

MR. LUCIA: This Wednesday and I don't know if that's 
on their agenda. 

MRS. EARNHART: It is not on their aoenda. 

MR. TORLEY: Our minutes are public record too. 

MR. MARTIN: Thank vou. 
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OFFICE OF THE PLANNING BOARD - TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR 
ORANGE COUNTY, NY 

NOTICE OF DISAPPROVAL OF SITE PLAN OR SUBDIVISION APPLICATION 

PLANNING BOARD FILE NUMBER; 90~Zl 

APPLICANT: T n h n Kf. Ewan^ 
30 hlilltop Driyg, 

DATE: i~3l-e)l 

S&T up foe fobbc tteAeifl$ 

K e w Ut i f y ian r , kf.V. \2SS3 

PLEASE TAKE NOTICE THAT YOUR APPLICATION DATED 4 ftpri ) m 0 

FOR (SUBDIVISION - SITE PLAN) 

LOCATED AT J o h n S t r e e t : 

ZONE &z± 
DESCRIPTION OF EXISTING SITE: SEC: 13 BLOCK: £ LOT:5f^> 
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PLANNING BOARD CHAIRMAN 
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REQUIREMENTS 

ZONE R M USE 

MIN. LOT AREA 

MIN. LOT WIDTH 

REQ'D FRONT YD 

REQ'D SIDE YD. 

REQ'D TOTAL SIDE YD. 

REQ'D REAR YD. 
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MIN. LIVABLE AREA 

DEV. COVERAGE 
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3Q 
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VARIANCE 
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7 

36 
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65 s % 

APPLICANT IS TO PLEASE CONTACT THE ZONING BOARD SECRETARY AT: 
(914-565-8550) TO MAKE AN APPOINTMENT WITH THE ZONING BOARD 
OF APPEALS. 

CC: Z.B.A., APPLICANT, P.B. ENGINEER, P.B. FILE 
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OFFICE OF THE PLANNING BOARD - TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR 
ORANGE COUNTY, NY 

NOTICE OF DISAPPROVAL OF SITE PLAN OR SUBDIVISION APPLICATION 

PLANNING BOARD FILE NUMBER: SO'ZI 

APPLICANT: OLWAJ/UEMA/S 

3D H/LL TOP P/ClfE 

A/6JVIW/UDSZX: /U/: /3S~£3 

Dxrzi'L3A)Oi/'30_ 
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ZONE *-¥ 
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CC; Z.B.A., APPLICANT, P.B. ENGINEER, P.B. FILE 
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TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR 

PLANNING BOARD MEETING 

WEDNESDAY, MAY 9, 1990 -" 7:30 P.M. 

MEMBERS PRESENT: 

John Pagano 

Dan McCarville 

Henry VanLeeuwen 

Vince Soukup 

Carmen DuBaldi 

ALSO PRESENT: 

Mark Edsall, P.E., Planning Board Engineer 

Andrew Krieger, Esq., Planning Board Attorney 

Michael Babcock, Building Inspector 

Dino Sciamanna 

ABSENT: 

Ron Lander 

Carl Schiefer 

BY MR. PAGANO: I'd like to call the May 9, 1990 
regular meeting of the Planning Board of the Town 
of New Windsor to order. We will dispense with the 
approval of the minutes until next month's meeting. 
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JOHN EVANS SITE PLAN: 

John Evans came before the Board presenting his 
proposal. 

BY MR. EVANS: I live at 30 Hilltop Drive. At this 
point in time, I don't know what to say. I sat 
with these fellas twice or once with Babcock and 
the other fella twice. 

BY MR. VANLEEUWEN: What is this building mainly 
for? 

BY MR. EVANS: Just storage, just protect my trucks 
from vandalism. 

BY MR. VANLEEUWEN: They are hitting you, too? 

BY MR. EVANS: It is a tough section, funny 
section, let me put it that way. 

BY MR. SOUKUP: What is the existing building 
height, the concrete building height? 

BY MR. EVANS: Fourteen feet. 

BY MR. SOUKUP: New one is — 

BY MR. EVANS: With the peak, I'd go 20 feet. It's 
got a peak. I have a flat roof building now. 

BY MR. VANLEEUWEN: That is at the center of the 
peak, so probably 20 feet, probably 14 feet at the 
eave height, depends how big the building is, 42 
feet probably, 14 to 16. 

BY MR. EVANS: I want to make this area wider to 
widen it out. 

BY MR. VANLEEUWEN: What kind of building are you 
going to put? 

BY MR. EVANS: Pole building. 

BY MR. McCARVILLE: You are going to have to go to 
the Zoning Board for a setback variance, five foot 
off the property line. 
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BY MR. VANLEEUWEN: Five feet in the back and seven 

feet on the right side of the property and you have 
got 42 foot setback. 

BY MR. PAGANO: Mark, I know you just walked in, we 
hate to ask you a question so can you elaborate on 
this Evans application as to, you know, his sight 
distances, clearances, variances, whatever else is 
needed here? 

BY MR. EDSALL: It is a nonconforming use in that 
zone. If it was a connected extension it would be 
allowed up to 30 percent but by virtue of the fact 
that it is not a connected extension, it is a new 
building and by virtue of the fact it is over 30 
percent anyway, it exceeds that portion of the zone 
that could slip under as far as extension of 
nonconforming uses which means that what he is 
doing isn't allowed by zoning, so he needs to go to 
the Zoning Board of Appeals. 

BY MR. PAGANO: We have to turn him down so he can 
go to the Zoning Board? 

BY MR. EDSALL: What he should do is make sure that 
the surveyor provides enough information so any 
variance he needs he gets, so when he comes back 
they have given him the variances for everything he 
needs so this Board can consider it. 

BY MR. SOUKUP: You are going to need a site plan 
with all the yard requirements and building 
coverages. 

BY MR. EVANS: I don't think my surveyor is capable 
of doing that. 

BY MR. EDSALL: One of the problems we had is that 
since the zoning doesn't allow it, we don't know 
what bulk requirements he has to provide, so the 
Zoning Board is going to tell us that, so the 
Zoning Board should allow him a variance for this 
specific case and maybe they will allow him to 
build a building a certain height, a certain 
setback because our Board doesn't have a bulk table 
for this use. It is nonconforming. 

BY MR. VANLEEUWEN: If he added, can I say 
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something to you, if he made that a concrete block 
building and put an addition to his building, then 
he can have 30 percent more? 

BY MR. EDSALL: We discussed that with him at the 
work session but — 

BY MR. VANLEEUWEN: Not big enough? 

BY MR. EVANS: No. 

BY MR. EDSALL: It wasn't enough so if he needed 
more than 30 percent, he should try for what he 
wants. If he doesn't get the variance, then he 
should try for the 30 percent and use the other 
portion of the lot. 

BY MR. PAGANO: We need a motion to approve so we 
can disapprove. 

BY MR. VANLEEUWEN: I will make a motion to approve 
it. 

BY MR. McCARVILLE: I will second it. 

ROLL CALL: 

VanLeeuwen: 
McCarville: 
Soukup: * 
DuBaldi: 
Pagano: 

No. 
No. 
No. 
No. 
No. 

BY MR. VANLEEUWEN: The Zoning Board is going to 
want a recommendation from us. 

BY MR. SOUKUP: I don't think there is enough 
information on the plan to make a recommendation. 
We don't know what the criteria is, we don't know 
what bulk table to compare it against. 

BY MR. VANLEEUWEN: There is no bulk table to 
compare it with. 

BY MR. SOUKUP: There should be something, either 
similar in use or existing zone. There should be 
some additional data to judge from before you make 
a recommendation. I think my own gut feeling, I 
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don't think there is enough information there to 
consider making a recommendation at this time but 
that is my own personal opinion. 

BY MR. PAGANO: It's going to the Zoning Board 
without a recommendation. 

BY MR. EDSALL: What he is looking for is a use 
variance which I would say notwithstanding any 
obviously there is going to be concerns about bulk 
information but if you have any opinions on the 
exterior or expansion of that use,you may want to 
comment on that to help the Zoning Board. 

BY MR. VANLEEUWEN: I don't think it is really 
going to hurt that area. 

BY MR. SOUKUP: It is an established use and you 
are using that area for equipment storage now. 

BY MR. EVANS: Yes, only going to put a roof on. 

BY MR. SOUKUP: So the use is not a major problem 
on my part. 

BY MR. VANLEEUWEN: I think we should send the 
Zoning Board that we'd like to see this happen. It 
is not going to hurt anything in the area. It's 
already there. This is an empty lot there. 

BY MR. SOUKUP: As far as use, I have no problem. 
As far as setback and dimensions I don't know. 

BY MR. VANLEEUWEN: That is either for the Zoning 
Board to straighten out or we can face that the 
next meeting when he comes back again. 

BY MR. PAGANO: Do you want to make it in the form 
of a motion? 

BY MR. VANLEEUWEN: I make a motion to that effect 
that we send the Zoning Board a recommendation that 
we approve of a building going alongside to protect 
his equipment as submitted. 

BY MR. PAGANO: As submitted, I don't see anything 
about height. 

BY MR. EDSALL: That is what I want to suggest is 



May 9, 1990 17 

that you ask the Zoning Board to set bulk 
requirements so when it comes back, you have 
something to work with otherwise you don't have any 
bulk requirements. 

BY MR. PAGANO: Do you accept that as an addition 
to the motion? 

BY MR. VANLEEUWEN: Yes. 

BY MR. McCARVILLE: I don't think we should be in 
the position where we are giving motions. We are 
sending a recommendation. I think a recommendation 
should come from the chairman and kind of sum up 
the position of the Board. 

BY MR. VANLEEUWEN: I don't think it should be done 
in the form of a motion. 

BY MR. PAGANO: Assign me the duty. 

BY MR. VANLEEUWEN: Just poll the Board and see how 
they feel about it because you can't do it on your 
own, poll the Board. 

BY MR.SOUKUP: The use is appropriate. The bulk 
table and the setbacks should be set by the Board 
based on their hearing. 

BY MR. KRIEGER: If they decide to approve. 

BY MR. DU BALDI: We need bulk table from the 
Zoning Board of Appeals? 

BY MR. SOUKUP: And they should advise the, what 
the dimensional setbacks they want. 

BY MR. PAGANO: They are going to approve or 
disapprove the variance. Then — 

BY MR. DU BALDI: When they approve or disapprove. 

BY MR. VANLEEUWEN: They have to give us bulk 
tables to work with. 

BY MR. SOUKUP: They should provide us with a bulk 
table for the site plan approval process. 
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ZONING BOARD OF APPEALS 
REORGANIZATIONAL SESSION 
JANUARY 14, 1991 

AGENDA: 

7:30 P.M. - ROLL CALL 

Motion to accept minutes of the November 26th and December 10, 
1990 meeting as written. 

PRELIMINARY MEETING: 

~:J- °** oCl. EVANS, JOHN N. - Request for extension of pre-existing 
•"A£%»£- non-conforming equipment garage located in R-4 zone. Area and 

possibly use variances required. 

iP op Fee 2. ANTONELLI, FRANK - Request for 98 s.f. sign area variance for 
oL'ic existing stores at 170A Windsor Highway in NC zone. 

PUBLIC HEARING: 

fJ<>succ-J 3. WAXTEL/BOSS GLASS - Request for 6.7/0.7 ft. front yard, 2.35 
ft. maximum bldg. height and 132 parking space variances in order 
to operate a window manufacturing facility at 335 Temple Hill 
Road in a PI zone. Present: William Squires, P.E. 

i;PtGUt~D 4* P A I G E/ CLIFFORD - Request for 7 ft. sideyard variance to 
construct addition to residential dwelling located at 21 Knox 
Drive in an R-4 zone. 

)Dfi0i/£& 5' BABCOCK, KENNETH - Request for 80 s.f. sign area, 5 ft. 
sign height and 11 ft. setback to replace existing sign located 
on Temple Hill Road in C zone. 

FORMAL DECISIONS: (1) DUFFER'S HIDE-A-WAY -s^— V&KT MEirT,rgr 
(2) DENHOFF DEVELOPMENT CORP. J 

REORGANIZE: 

Motion to appoint (1) CHAIRMAN, (2) VICE CHAIRMAN, (3) ATTORNEY, 
(4) SECRETARY, and (5) RECORDING SECRETARY. 

PAT - 565-8550 (O) 
562-7107 (H) 



EVANS.PB 

INTER OFFICE CORRESPONDENCE 

TO: Town Planning Board 

FROM: Town Fire Inspector 

DATE: 14 May 1990 

SUBJECT: Mae Evans Plot Plan 

PLANNING BOARD REFERENCE NUMBER: PB-90-21 
DATED: 8 May 1990 

FIRE PREVENTION REFERENCE NUMBER: FPS-90-038 

A review of the above referenced plot plan was conducted on 
14 May 1990. 

This plot plan is found acceptable. 

PLANS DATED: E9 September 1989, Revision 1. 

Robert F. Rodgers; CCA 
Fire Inspector 

RR:mr 
Att. 

CC:M.€. 
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SANJfirARY SUPERINTENDENT 
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JOHN EVANS SITE PLAN: 3D~£\ 

John Evans came before the Board presenting his 
proposal. 

BY MR. EVANS: I live at 30 Hilltop Drive. At this 
point in time, I don't know what to say. I sat 
with these fellas twice or once with Babcock and 
the other fella twice. 

BY MR. VANLEEUWEN: What is this building mainly 
for? 

BY MR. EVANS: Just storage, just protect my trucks 
from vandalism. 

BY MR. VANLEEUWEN: They are hitting you, too? 

BY MR. EVANS: It is a tough section, funny 
section, let me put it that way. 

BY MR. SOUKUP: What is the existing building 
height, the concrete building height? 

BY MR. EVANS: Fourteen feet. 

BY MR. SOUKUP: New one is — 

BY MR. EVANS: With the peak, I'd go 20 feet. It's 
got a peak. I have a flat roof building now. 

BY MR. VANLEEUWEN: That is at the center of the 
peak, so probably 20 feet, probably 14 feet at the 
eave height, depends how big the building is, 42 
feet probably, 14 to 16. 

BY MR. EVANS: I want to make this area wider to 
widen it out. 

BY MR. VANLEEUWEN: What kind of building are you 
going to put? 

BY MR. EVANS: Pole building. 

BY MR. McCARVILLE: You are going to have to go to 
the Zoning Board for a setback variance, five foot 
off the property line. 
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BY MR. VANLEEUWEN: Five feet in the back and seven 

feet on the right side of the property and you have 
got 42 foot setback. 

BY MR. PAGANO: Mark, I know you just walked in, we 
hate to ask you a question so can you elaborate on 
this Evans application as to, you know, his sight 
distances, clearances, variances, whatever else is 
needed here? 

BY MR. EDSALL: It is a nonconforming use in that 
zone. If it was a connected extension it would be 
allowed up to 30 percent but by virtue of the fact 
that it is not a connected extension, it is a new 
building and by virtue of the fact it is over 30 
percent anyway, it exceeds that portion of the zone 
that could slip under as far as extension of 
nonconforming uses which means that what he is 
doing isn't allowed by zoning, so he needs to go to 
the Zoning Board of Appeals. 

BY MR. PAGANO: We have to turn him down so he can 
go to the Zoning Board? 

BY MR. EDSALL: What he should do is make sure that 
the surveyor provides enough information so any 
variance he needs he gets, so when he comes back 
they have given him the variances for everything he 
needs so this Board can consider it. 

BY MR. SOUKUP: You are going to need a site plan 
with all the yard requirements and building 
coverages. 

BY MR. EVANS: I don't think my surveyor is capable 
of doing that. 

BY MR. EDSALL: One of the problems we had is that 
since the zoning doesn't allow it, we don't know 
what bulk requirements he has to provide, so the 
Zoning Board is going to tell us that, so the 
Zoning Board should allow him a variance for this 
specific case and maybe they will allow him to 
build a building a certain height, a certain 
setback because our Board doesn't have a bulk table 
for this use. It is nonconforming. 

BY MR. VANLEEUWEN: If he added, can I say 
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something to you, if he made that a concrete block 
building and put an addition to his building, then 
he can have 30 percent more? 

BY MR. EDSALL: We discussed that with him at the 
work session but — 

BY MR. VANLEEUWEN: Not big enough? 

BY MR. EVANS: No. 

BY MR. EDSALL: It wasn't enough so if he needed 
more than 30 percent, he should try for what he 
wants. If he doesn't get the variance, then he 
should try for the 30 percent and use the other 
portion of the lot. 

BY MR. PAGANO: We need a motion to approve so we 
can disapprove. 

BY MR. VANLEEUWEN: I will make a motion to approve 
it. 

BY MR. McCARVILLE: I will second it. 

ROLL CALL: 

VanLeeuwen: 
McCarville: 
Soukup: 
DuBaldi: 
Pagano: 

No 
No 
No 
No 
No 

BY MR. VANLEEUWEN: The Zoning Board is going to 
want a recommendation from us. 

BY MR. SOUKUP: I don't think there is enough 
information on the plan to make a recommendation. 
We don't know what the criteria is, we don't know 
what bulk table to compare it against. 

BY MR. VANLEEUWEN: 
compare it with. 

There is no bulk table to 

BY MR. SOUKUP: There should be something, either 
similar in use or existing zone. There should be 
some additional data to judge from before you make 
a recommendation. I think my own gut feeling, I 
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don't think there is enough information there to 
consider making a recommendation at this time but 
that is my own personal opinion, 

BY MR. PAGANO: It's going to the Zoning Board 
without a recommendation. 

BY MR. EDSALL: What he is looking for is a use 
variance which I would say notwithstanding any 
obviously there is going to be concerns about bulk 
information but if you have any opinions on the 
exterior or expansion of that use,you may want to 
comment on that to help the Zoning Board. 

BY MR. VANLEEUWEN: I don•t think it is really 
going to hurt that area. 

BY MR. SOUKUP: It is an established use and you 
are using that area for equipment storage now. 

BY MR. EVANS: Yes, only going to put a roof on. 

BY MR. SOUKUP: So the use is not a major problem 
on my part. 

BY MR. VANLEEUWEN: I think we should send the 
Zoning Board that we'd like to see this happen. It 
is not going to hurt anything in the area. It's 
already there. This is an empty lot there. 

BY MR. SOUKUP: As far as use, I have no problem. 
As far as setback and dimensions I don't know. 

BY MR. VANLEEUWEN: That is either for the Zoning 
Board to straighten out or we can face that the 
next meeting when he comes back again. 

BY MR. PAGANO: Do you want to make it in the form 
of a motion? 

BY MR. VANLEEUWEN: I make a motion to that effect 
that we send the Zoning Board a recommendation that 
we approve of a building going alongside to protect 
his equipment as submitted. 

BY MR. PAGANO: As submitted, I don't see anything 
about height. 

BY MR. EDSALL: That is what I want to suggest is 
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that you ask the Zoning Board to set bulk 
requirements so when it comes back, you have 
something to work with otherwise you don't have any 
bulk requirements. 

BY MR. PAGANO: Do you accept that as an addition 
to the motion? 

BY MR. VANLEEUWEN: Yes. 

BY MR. McCARVILLE: I don't think we should be in 
the position where we are giving motions. We are 
sending a recommendation. I think a recommendation 
should come from the chairman and kind of sum up 
the position of the Board. 

BY MR. VANLEEUWEN: I don't think; it should be done 
in the form of a motion. 

BY MR. PAGANO: Assign me the duty. 

BY MR. VANLEEUWEN: Just poll the Board and see how 
they feel about it because you can't do it on your 
own, poll the Board. 

BY MR.SOUKUP: The use is appropriate. The bulk 
table and the setbacks should be set by the Board 
based on their hearing. 

BY MR. KRIEGER: If they decide to approve. 

BY MR. DU BALDI: We need bulk table from the 
Zoning Board of Appeals? 

BY MR. SOUKUP: And they should advise the, what 
the dimensional setbacks they want. 

BY MR. PAGANO: They are going to approve or 
disapprove the variance. Then — 

BY MR. DU BALDI: When they approve or disapprove. 

BY MR. VANLEEUWEN: They have to give us bulk 
tables to work with. 

BY MR. SOUKUP: They should provide us with a bulk 
table for the site plan approval process. 
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Town of New Windsor 
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(This i s a two-s ided form) 

Date Received^ 
Meeting Date 
Publ ic Hearing 
Action Date '_ 
Fees Paid 

APPLICATION FOR SITE PLAN, SUBDIVISION PLAN, 
OR LOT LINE CHANGE APPROVAL 

1 . Name of P r o j e c t *L 3L '* &o y i <*&> H 54 oft a j u 

2 . Name of Appl icant ZTohn f\f, E V ^ / y ^ Phone 9nt-£ C* I— H * #3 

Address J o ljli\-{-op DRJ i/e_ hl<Lu) Utrxt Soie. , ~~n tQ. l£5S3 
( S t r e e t No.' & Name) (Post Of f i ce ) (State*) (Zip) 

3 . Owner of Record John *f GeorQetk. <$l/anS Phone 9 /1-56, / -^/ ?S 

Address 3o£l.°llU~p P r ^ W ^ /Ae^j L )*0/) d s o (L , ~^ ' <f / £*S&~?> 
( S t r e e t Noi & Name) (Post Of f i ce ) (St ia ter ( Z i p ) r 

4 . Person Preparing Fla.n^e^e^U-Qu^kt' Phone 4+4—#5 & -(- i=T^* 
/ST U/i/li'ani Sfi -Goshen., NY-

Address /?. Z> J iosTz? S T - 6' [*ute. N?U . ^ ' ^ /fl 9 73 
( S t r e e t No. & Name) (Post Of f i ce ) e s t a t e ) (Zip) 

5 . Attorney Sle+ofigf- f. £ / e , A / A / Phone S~G A~ o o s o 

Address 3 22 &Po a cL uua~tJ /Jembc^rq L, ^ t L j ^ /*- *=>~<3ra 

3. & Name) (Post Office) (Stare) ( ( S t r e e t No. (Zip) 

Person t o be n o t i f i e d t o represent a p p l i c a n t a t Planning 
Board Meeting oohn //« £VtfrVjE> Phone <?/<f -SGI- *+/ %3 

(Name) 

Locat ion: On the 5Qctf-A s i d e of ^Thh n Sfre,e_~~f-
, ( S t r e e t ) 

/.<Tfl feet &0&/F^ t>2 A C / #<9 £flst~/*<>•° 
of 

( D i r e c t i o n ) 

( S t r e e t ) 
pf>.f-t -JtS.eo txftA* leo.oo \ 

8. Acreage of Parce l e^c/i /.o-f- sw/ne^ 9 . Zoning D i s t r i c t 3 / / 
/ 31 1-/33 XTohn s-T* §^9^% /3 ^~ "E ~ 

1 0 . Tax Map Des ignat ion; 3 S e c t i o n / 3 Block 5~ Lot 6 

1 1 . Th i s a p p l i c a t i o n i s f o r *4-AWXLDL y / uKu " u UftL+e-flS 

SJ-Q/IAQIL ' &u.?lJ\r\o Pott -tRuL^Ks <4- £cfu7fmeLfi/T~ 



12. Has the Zoning Board of Appeals granted any variance or a 
Special Permit concerning this property? hfo 1 

If so, list Case No. and Name 

13. List all contiguous holdings in the same ownership 
Section 33 Woo t3 Block FT Lot (s) 

33 V- Zoo 73 jT 

7 

Attached hereto is an affidavit of ownership indicating the dates 
the respective holdings of land were acquired, together with the 
liber and page of each conveyance into the present owner as 
recorded in the Orange County Clerk's Office. This affidavit 
shall indicate the legal owner of the property, the contract 
owner of the property and the date the contract of sale was 
executed. 

IN THE EVENT OF CORPORATE OWNERSHIP: A list of all 
directors, officers and stockholders of each corporation owning 
more that five percent (5%) of any class of stock must be 
attached. 

OWNER'S ENDORSEMENT 
(Completion required ONLY if applicable) 

COUNTY OF ORANGE 

STATE OF NEW YORK 
S S . : 

v<dj /IS 
t h a t he r e s i d e s a t vjc> {J,'//~h&p 
in the County of_ 

being duly sworn, deposes and says 
PR> _ 

Q£/}A/(?£__ ' and S t a t e of J\J a £ and that he is (the owner in fee) of 
(Official Title) 

of the Corporation which is the Owner in fee of the premises 
described in the foregoing application and that he has authorized 

to make the foregoing 
application for Special Use Approval as described herein. 

I HEREBY DEPOSE AND SAY THAT ALL THE ABOVE STATEMENTS AND 
INFORMATION, AND ALL STATEMENTS AND INFORMATION CONTAINED IN THE 
SUPPORTING DOCUMENTS AND DRAWINGS ATTACHED HERETO ARE TRUE. 

Sworn before me this - K=\--isJU-^ ~Y\ 
(Owper's S i 

day of 

fel/W Notary 

isffi. 
Signature) 

( A p p l i c a n t ' s S ignature) 

( T i t l e ) 
KATlH'VEEN J. CIOFFf 

Notary Pubfc. State ot new i f l 
Ouali'.ied in Orange County "lie 47 Z> 

Term Expires Way 3J* 'U4L 
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Appendix C 
-Stat* Environmental Quality Review 

SHORT ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT FORM 
For UNLISTED ACTIONS Only 

3 -
SEQR 

PART I—PROJECT INFORMATION (To be completed by Applicant or Project sponsor) 

1. APPLICANT /SPONSOR . 2. PROJECT NAME 

" F l o T T U o 4oe, MAg U. g l ' A ^ ' 
3. PROJECT LOCATION: 

Municipality County fT>2A^<sc 
4. PRECISE LOCATION (Street address and road intersections, prominent landmarks, etc., or provide map) 

W o *»r«2«»c 

5. IS PROPOSED ACTION: 

LJ New ^Expansion D Modification/alteration * 3 I M V - Q *J<Zw &Ae*«*C- / S l p g A g g 
6. DESCRIBE PROJECT BRIEFLY: ~t3cuLOi»o£=> 

7. AMOUNT OF LAND AFFECTED: 

Initially ^ » 3 f r * acres Ultimately < 9 . ^ 
8. WILL PROPOSED ACTION COMPLY WITH EXISTING ZONING OR OTHER EXISTING LAND USE RESTRICTIONS? 

© Y e s D N O If No, describe briefly 

9. WHAT IS PRESENT LAND USE IN VICINITY OF PROJECT? 

(^Residential D Industrial uncommercial 
Describe: 

D Agriculture Park/Forest/Open space • Other 

10. DOES ACTION INVOLVE A PERMIT APPROVAL, OR FUNDING, NOW OR ULTIMATELY FROM ANY OTHER GOVERNMENTAL AGENCY (FEDERAL, 
STATE OR LOCAL)? 

E ] Yea . ^o If yes, list agencyfs) and permit/approvals 

11. DOES ANY ASPECT OF T/4E ACTION HAVE A CURRENTLY VALID PERMIT OR APPROVAL? 

LJ Yes K^No If yes, list agency name and permit/approval 

12. AS A RESULT OF PROPOSED ACTION WILL EXISTING PERMIT/APPROVAL REQUIRE MODIFICATION? 

O v e s Sfl No -

I CERTIFY THAT THE INFORMATION PROVIDED ABOVE IS TRUE TO THE BEST OF MY KNOWLEDGE 

Applicant/sponsor name: V ^ - - A 

Signature: ^ 

Date: ±\ IU [ <* ° 

If the action Is In the Coastal Area, and you are a state agency, complete the 
Coastal Assessment Form before proceeding with this assessment 

OVER 
1 



S ^ ^ N T (To be completed by Agency) ^ k _ 
4RES>lOLD IN 6 NYCRR, PART 617.127 If V M , coordinate the i 

PART II—ENVIRONMENTAL A S S E S A N T (TO be completed by Agency) 
A. DOES ACTION EXCEED ANY TYPE I THRESHOLD IN 6 NYCRR. PART 617.127 If V M . coordinate the review process and use the FULL EAF. 

DYes 5&NO 
8. WILL ACTION RECEIVE COORDINATED REVIEW AS PROVIDED FOR UNLISTED ACTIONS IN 6 NYCRR. PART 617.6? If No, • negative declaration 

may be superseded by another Involved agency. • •»" # 

D Y M <%NO \ ; -
C. COULD ACTION RESULT IN ANY ADVERSE EFFECTS ASSOCIATED WITH THE FOLLOWING: (Answers may be handwritten, If legible) £&—-

CI . Existing air quality, surface or groundwater quality or quantity, noise levels, existing traffic patterns, solid waste production or disposal, 
potential for erosion, drainage or flooding problems? Explain briefly: 

C2. Aesthetic, agricultural, archaeological, historic, or other natural or cultural resources; or community or neighborhood character? Explain briefly: 

C3. Vegetation or fauns, fish, shellfish or wildlife species, significant habitats, or threatened or endangered species? Explain briefly: 

C4. A community's existing plans or goals as officially adopted, or a change In use or Intensity of use of land or other natural resources? Explain briefly. 

CS. Growth, subsequent development, or related activities likely to be Induced by the proposed action? Explain briefly. 

OS. Long term, short term, cumulative, or other effects not identified in C1-CS? Explain briefly. 

C7. Other Impacts (including changes in use of either quantity or type of energy)? Explain briefly. 

D. IS THERE. OR IS THERE UKELY TO BE. CONTROVERSY RELATED TO POTENTIAL ADVERSE ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS? 

D Y M J & N O If Yea, explain briefly 

P A R T I I I — D E T E R M I N A T I O N O F S I G N I F I C A N C E (To b e comple ted by Agency ) 

INSTRUCTIONS: For each adverse effect identified above, determine whether it is substantial, large, Important or otherwise significant. 
Each effect should be assessed in connection with its (a) setting (he. urban or rural); (b) probability of occurring; (c) duration; (d) 
irreversibility; (e) geographic scope; and (f) magnitude. If necessary, add attachments or reference supporting materials. Ensure that 
explanations contain sufficient detail to show that a!! relevant adverse impacts have been Identified and adequately addressed. 

D Check this box if you have identified one or more potentially large or significant adverse impacts which MAY 
occur. Then proceed directly to the FULL EAF and/or prepare a positive declaration. 

D Check this box if you have determined, based on the Information and analysis above and any supporting 
documentation, that the proposed action WILL NOT result in any significant adverse environmental impacts 
AND provide on attachments as necessary, the reasons supporting this determination: 

Name of Lead Agency " 

Prim or Type Name of Responsible Officer in Lead Agency j Title of Responsible Officer j Tide of Responsible Officer 

Signature of Responsible Officer in Lead Agency : . - Signature of Preparer (If different from responsible officerf 

Date 
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PROJECT LO. NUMBER 

i.... 
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' "State Environmental Quality Review T • ...'.'. 

SHORT ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT FORM 
. .':••';--.'••.•: - For UNLISTED ACTIONS Only ' 

;*:^rM~-. 2 j 
- 1990 

PART I—PROJECT INFORMATION (To be completed by Applicant or Project sponsor) 
1. APPLICANT/SPONSOR .. 2. PROJECT NAME 

3. PROJECT LOCATION: 

Monlcipaitty : K)<g*U WJ t^>T>>g> County £>CAv3«^2 
4. PRECISE LOCATION (Street addrsss and road Intersections, prominent landmarks, etc., or provide map) 

J ^ v * ^ ^Tfeee^ 

5. IS PROPOSED ACTION: 

0New D Expansion' D Modification/alteration 

6. DESCRIBE PROJECT BRIEFLY: 

"BoilJO -'•*$M'':r''&Ar£*&^fera\2M&e I3OI\JOI *y*C> 

7. AMOUNT OF LAND AFFECTED: 

Initially Ultimately £>SZr 
8. WILL PROPOSED ACTION COMPLY WITH EXISTING ZONING OR OTHER EXISTING LAND USE RESTRICTIONS? 

l&Yes O N O If No. describe briefly 

9. WHAT IS PRESENT LAND USE IN VICINITY OF PROJECT? 

&&Res!denUal D Industrial ^Commercial 
Describe: . • . . = . : 

D Agriculture D Park/Forest/Open space Other 

10. DOES ACTION INVOLVE A PERMIT APPROVAL. OR FUNDING. NOW OR ULTIMATELY FROM ANY OTHER GOVERNMENTAL AGENCY (FEDERAL. 
STATE OR LOCAg? 

O r e s $&J4o If yes. list agency(s) and permit/approvals 

11. DOES ANY ASPECT OF TJ4E ACTION HAVE A CURRENTLY VALID PERMIT OR APPROVAL? 

LJ Yes y ^ N ° -? " *•*» B** *0«ncy f»*m« » n d permit/approval ~ . 

12. AS A RESULT OF PROPOSED ACTION WILL EXISTING PERMIT/APPROVAL REQUIRE MODIFICATION? 

D y e s • Sflfto •-'""' *'•" • ':'' -•''': '' '• '"-'•'': ! • '•/•"•" : • ".'-.'-'-' •"' 

I CERTIFY THAT THE INFORMATION PROVIDED ABOVE IS TRUE TO THE BEST OF MY KNOWLEDGE 

^ 

Signature ^ 

If the action Is In the Coastal Area, and you are a state agency, complete the 
Coastal Assessment Form before proceeding with this assessment 

OVER 
1 
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A. OBjESACTION EXCEED ANY TYPE I T H R E S W D I N T N Y * 

completed by Agency) 
NYCRR, PART 617.127 If yu , coordinate ttJWtvtow oroeeM and use the FULL EAF. 

B. WIU ACTION RECEIVE COORDINATED REVIEW AS PROVIOED FOR UNUSTEO ACTIONS IN 6 NYCRR. PART 817^7 if No. • negative declaration 
mey be superseded by another Involved agency.',1 -•'•*'•": "-- : " * ' . 

DY— 0No 
a COOLO ACTION RESULT IN ANY ADVERSE EFFECTS ASSOCIATED WITH THE FOLLOWING: (Answers may be handwritten. M legible) t£g>* 

C1. Existing air quality, surface or groundwater quality or quantity, noise levels, existing traffic patterns, solid waste production or disposal, 
- • potential lor erosion, drainage or flooding problems? Explain briefly: , />— • ; •' ?; 

C2. Aesthetic, agricultural, archaeological, historic, or other natural or cultural resources; or community or neighborhc ad.character? Explain briefly: 

C3. Vegetation or fauns, fish, shellfish or wildlife species, significant habitats, or threatened or endangered species? Explain briefly. 

C4. A community's existing plans or goals as officially adopted, or a change In uss or Intensity of fc *e ot land or other -lateral resources? Explain briefly. 

CS. Growth, subsequent development, or related activities likely to be Induced by the proposed action? Explain brlelr. 

C6. Long term, short term, cumulative, or other effects not Identified in C1-C57 Explain briefly. 

C7. Other Impacts (Including changes in use of either quantity or type of energy)? Explain briefly. 

D. IS THERE, OR IS THERE LIKELY TO BE, CONTROVERSY RELATED TO POTENTIAL ADVERSE ENVIRONMENTAL IMPAJJUl 
DYes B N O If Yes, explain briefly 

PART HI-DETERMINATION OF SIGNIFICANCE (To be completed by Agency) 

, INSTRUCTIONS: For each adverse effect identified above, determine whether it is substantial, large, important or oth wwlse significant 
Each effect should be assessed in connection with Its (a) setting (i.e. urban or rural); (b) probability of occurrin c (c) duration; (d) 
Irreversibility; (e) geographic scope; and (0 magnitude. If necessary, add attachments or reference supporting matt rials. Ensure that 
explanations contain sufficient detail to show that all relevant adverse Impacts have been Identified and adequately addressed. 

• 
D 

Check this box if you have identified one or more potentially large or significant adverse Impacts vhlch MAY 
occur. Then proceed directly to the FULL EAF and/or prepare a positive declaration. 

Check this box if you have determined, based on the Information and analysis above and any r:ipportlng 
documentation, that the proposed action WILL NOT result in any significant adverse environment.; impacts 
AND provide on attachments as necessary, the reasons supporting this determination: 

Maine at Lead Agency 

Print or type Nam of Responsible Officer m Lead Agency - r ^ y Title of Responsible Officer 

Signature of Responsible Of ticer m lead Agency .... Signature o« Preparer U* OJrterent horn responsible oHiced 

Oat* 

2 
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PROXY STATEMENT 

for submittal to the 

TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR PLANNING BOARD 

^ahn k)* cuan5 , deposes and says that he 

resides at <3G )J<f/ i*-p #/*/<**- ^ }{/&MJ LJ ?nd S> o rZ-~-
(Owner's Address) 

in the County of (P'/trf-SK*-*-

and State of ^ 
^ 

and that he is the owner in fee of / #7- / 33 T~<o h O S~f • 

Mbuu Id! n4$o It- , ^lCf~ 

which is the premises described in the foregoing application and 

that he has authorized J o K n A/ . ^ v ,Q ,]/$ 

to make the foregoing application as described therein. 

Date: - • -C^y*-^ ^^y\ 
(Owner's Signature) 

(Witness' Signature) 
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LICENSED LAND SURVEYOR'S SEAL IS A V4OLATI0N OF SECTION 7209. 
SOB-DIVISION 2, OF THE NEW YORK STATE EDUCATION LAW. 
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LAND SURVEYOR SHALL NOT BE VALID. 
CERTIFICATIONS ARE NOT TRANSFERRA6LE TO ADDITIONAL 
INSTITUTIONS OR SUBSEQUENT OWNERS. / 
SUBiECT TO ANY EASEMENTS OR RIGHTS OF WAY Of RECORftJ 
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N O T E S 

1. Being a proposed development of lands shown on the Town o-f 
New Windsor Tax Maps as Section 13, Block 5, Lots 5,6,7 & 8. 

2. PROPERTY ZONE: 

3. PROPOSED USE: 

4. PROPERTY OWNER: 

5. APPLICANT: 

R-4 

Equ i pment Storage i n Conjunc t ion 
With Existing Commercial Use 

Mae H. Evans 
189 Windsor Highway 
New Windsor, NY 12553 

John S. Evans, Inc. 
189 Windsor Highway 
New Windsor, NY 12553 

6. There are no water or sewer services proposed as part of this 
projec t. 

7. Boundary information shown hereon taken -from a plan entitled 
"Plot Plan for Mae H. Evans", said plan having been prepared 
by Frank M, Hones, Land Surveyor, last revised on 1 March 
1990. 

8. Topograph i c i n -format i on shown hereon resulted from a field 
survey performed by the undersigned and completed on 16 
October 1990. Contour Interval: Two <2> Feet. 

9. The elevations shown hereon are random only and are not 
referenced to any know or established datum. 

10. Unauthorized addi t ion or alteration to this plan is a 
violation of Section 7209 (2) of $he New York State Education 
Law. 
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